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CANNEL COAL. | 
AMSAY’S NEWCASTLE CANNEL 

was discovered by the Advertiser in 1818. Cannel } 

Coal was then littleused in London: after surmounting | 
much opposition, it has become the principal Cannel | 
Coal used in the Metropolis, and has greatly assisted 
in- improving the London gas. Its joint products of 
gas of highilluminating power, and coke of good quality, 
mnake it one of the most economical coals known. Itis 


many Provincial and Foreign. The Crystal Palace was 
lighted from it in 1851, and the Post-office, Bank, and | 
8 Orfice, are at present. 

FIRE-CLAY RETORTS. 

FIRE-BRICKS of all descriptions. Manufactory 
established in 1804. 

RAMSAY’S GARESFIELD COAL and COKE, 

Bone and Artificial Manures of all kinds. 

Address G. H. Ramsay, Offices, Broad-chare, New- 
castle-on-Tyne. 

April 27, 1854. 





TENDERS FOR THE CONSTRUCTION OF 
GAS-WORKS. 


wers for the Con- 
as-Works at Walker, near 
Newcastle-on-Tyne, capable of lighting 3000 lights. 
The Gasometer to be 45 feet diameter, 14 feet high at 
sides, §-inch Plates, Staffordshire Iron, and Fire-Clay 
Retorts, Buildings to be of plain workmanship, Red 
Bricks, and Slated Roofs. The prices of Metal Pipe to 
be tendered for per running yard laid down and com- 
pleted, for 6-inch, 5-inch, 4-inch, 3-inch, 2-inch, and 
1j-inch. All the materials can be got in the neigh- 
bourhood, if required. 

We do not bind ourselves to accept the lowest, or 
any Tender. 

Tenders to be addressed to Mr. R. C. CLAPHAM, 
Secretary to the Walker and St. Anthony’s Gaslight 
Company, WALKER, near Newcastle-on-Tyne. 





County CHAMBERS, 
CorRNHILL, Lonpon, E.C. 


R. R. P. SPICE, of Richmond 


respectfully announces that, for greater con- 

venience, he has removed the business of his Office to 
the above address. 

Plans, Specifications, and Estimates, prepared for 
the Erection or Improvement of Gas-Works. 

Agent for the Purchase, Sale, or Leasing of Pro- | 
vincial Gas-Works, 

The Green, Richmond, S.W., Jan, 2, 1860, 


ITUATION Wanted as Working 
MANAGER of a small Gas-Work, by a person 
who has had much experience iu Main and Service- 
laying, Meter repairing, fitting, and other general 
work, Good references. 
Direct E. R. H., No. 6, Fleet Lane, LoNDoN. 








| and Warranted. 


| WANTED, a steady man, to take 


| Salary, £1. 1s. per week, with house, coals, and gas. 





COWEN’S PATENT FIRE-CLAY RETORTS. | 
J OsEra COWEN and CO,, | 
BLAYDON BURN, NEAR NEWCASTLE-ON-TYNE, | 


Were the only parties to whom a Prizz MEDAL was 
awarded at the GREAT EXHIBITION of 1851, for “‘ Gas 
ReToRTS and OTHER OBJECTs in FIRB Clay.” 

J.C. and Co. have been for many years the most 
extensive Manufacturers of Fire-Clay Retorts in the 
United Kingdom; and orders for l'ire-Clay Retorts 
of all shapes and dimensions, Fire Bricks, and every 
other article in Fire Clay, are promptly executed at 
their Works as above. 

COWEN’S GARESFIELD COAL AND COKE, | 

Coal and Coke Office, } 
Quay Sipg8, NEWCASTLE-ON-TYNE. | 
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JOHN RUSSELL AND CO., 
THE OLD TUBE WORKS, 
CHURCH HILL, WEDNESBURY; 


ALMA WORKS, 
WALSALL, STAFFORDSHIRE; 

and 69, UPPER THAMES STREET, LONDON, 
Original Manufacturers of Wrought-Iron Gas Tubes, 
and Holders of the present Patents; Inventors and 
First Makers of LAP-WELDED FLUES for Steam 
Boilers. 

J. R.and Co. make all kinds of Tubes and Fittings 
for Gas, Steam, and Water, and the largest Orders 
may be executed in a few days. 

Gun Metal, and all other kinds of Cocks, Stocke, 
Dies, and Taps, Galvanised Tubes, &c. 

N.B. All Goods thoroughly Tested before sent out, 





TO GAS COMPANIES. 
A Young Man, highly respectable, is 
open to an engagement as CLERK, INSPECTOR 


&c. Good references given. 
Address R. W.,40, Montpelier Street, BRIGHTON. 





| 
GAS-WORK. ; } 

the MANAGEMENT ofa small Gas-Work a 
few miles from London. He must understand the 
making of Gas, laying Mains and fitting Meters, &c. 


Apply by letter, with Testimonials, to S. T., 10, 





Albion Grove West, Barnsbury, Lonpon, N. 


Subscription { l5s.in Advanhee Price 8d. 
per Ann. {18s Credit. Unstamped. 





BLAYDON BURN AND LOW BENWELL FIRE- 
CLAY RETORT AND FIRE-BRICK WORKS, 
NEAR NEWCASTLE-ON-TYNE. 


ILLIAM COCHRAN CARR begs 


most respectfully to thank the Metropolitan, 
Provincial, and Continental Gas Companies for their pa- 
tronage for several years past, and-to intimate that he 
has rebuilt and enlarged his extensive premises for the 
Manufacture of CLAY RETORTS; and thatheis now 
prepared to execute thelargest orders with punctuality 
and despatch. Orders‘for F{RE-CLAY RETORTS, 
of all shapes and sizes, FIRE-BRICKS, and all other 
Articles in Fire-Clay, executed on the chortest notice, 
and on the most reasonable terms. 


London Agents: 
JAMES LAWRIE & CO., 
63, OLD Broap Street, City, LONDON. 


Just Published, price 3s., by Post, 3s. 2d., 


HE CHEMISTRY OF GAS 
LIGHTING, 
with an Appendix containing a description of the 
different processes for the Manufacture of Colouring 
Matters from Coal Tar. 
Re-arranged and reprinted from the JOURNAL OF 
Gas LIGHTING. 
Lonpon: WILLIAM B. Kine, 11, Bott Court, 
Fueet Street, E.C. 


[HE Southboro’ Gas Company 

(Limited) are desirous of receiving Tenders for 
the CONSTRUCTION of their Works, Mains, &c. 

The Plans and Specifications may be seen on and 
after the 10th inst., at the house of the Honorary 
Secretary, G. W. Hammann, Esq., Tudor Lodge, South- 
boro’, near Tunbridge Wells; or at the office of the 
Company’s Engineer, Mr. Alfred Penny, Wenlock Iron 
Works, Wharf Road, City Road, London. 

‘Tenders to be addressed, on or before the 2lst inst., 
headed, “ Tenders for Gas-Works,” to G. W. Ham- 
MANN, Esq., Southboro’ near TUNBRIDGE-WELLS. 








CARDIFF GASLIGHT AND COKE COMPANY. 
TO GASHOLDER MAKERS. 


[tHE Directors of this Company are 

willing to receive TENDERS for the Supply and 
Construction, at their No. 2 Station, of a single GAS- 
HOLDER, 110 feet diameter by 29 feet deep, with 
Columns, Girders, &c. 

Plans and Specification may be seen, and Forms of 
Tender obtained, upon application at the Company’s 
Omces, CARDIFF. 

Sealed Tenders, addressed to the Chairman of the 
Directors, to be forwarded, under cover to the Engineer 
of the Works, endorsed “ Tender for Gasholder,” on 
or before the 10th day of December next. 

The lowest or any Tender not necessarily accepted. 

HENRY Bowen, Engineer. 

Gas Offices, Cardiff, Nov. 12, 1860. 





WOLVERHAMPTON RETORT WORKS. 


Estasiisuep 1840, 


JOHN EUNSON & SON, 


Gas Enaineers, and Manufacturers of Clay Retoris 


AND FIRE GOODS IN GENERAL, 


WOLVERHAMPTON. 
Retort Mouthpieces, Bolts, Nuts, and every description of Wrought-Iron Work. 





THE 


IMPERIAL 


IRON TUBE 


(SUCCESSORS TO GEORGE B. LLOYD & CO.,) 


COMPANY, 


GAS STREET AND BERKLEY STREET, 
BIRMINGHAM, 
Manufacturers of Wrought-fron Tubes and Fittings, 


FOR GAS, STEAM, AND WATER. 


PATENT GLASS ENAMELLED AND GALVANIZED TUBES, 


LAP-WELDED 


AND 


IRON BOILER TUBES. 
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MEDALS AWARDED TO 


. THOMAS GLOVER’S 
Sie PATENT DRY GAS-METERS. 


THOMAS GLOVER, 
PATENT DRY GAS-METER MANUFACTURER, 
SUFFOLK STREET, CLERKENWELL GREEN, anp 
ALLEN STREET, GOSWELL STREET, E.C. 
Established 1844. 


LORD REDESDALE’'S “SALE OF GAS BILL.” 


LONDON, August 15, 1859. 
Tuomas Guiover takes the earliest opportunity of intimating to Gas Companies and his other Customers that, as Lord 
Redesdale’s ‘‘ Sale of Gas Bill” has determined the unit of measurement, he is now prepared to supply his Patent Dry Gas- 
Meters guaranteed to meet all the legal requirements of that bill. aad 
Tuomas Guover confines his sole attention to the business of Gas-Meter Making. The propriety of his doing so is satis- 
factorily proved by his success; and, without the practice of any quackery, or any attempt to delude the public by an absurd 
exhibition of ‘‘ Old and New Valves,” his Meters are in general use by the Metropolitan Gas and other Companies in this 
Country and abroad. For example, one Metropolitan Company have now in use above 12,500 of his Patent Dry Gas- 
Meters; some of these Meters have been fixed for Fourteen Years, and are still in working order, without complaint from 
either the Company or the Consumer. 
Tuomas Guover thinks it necessary to put Gas Companies on their guard against parties selling Patent Dry Gas-Meters 
constructed in imitation of his, but unskilfully made on erroneous principles, and with improper and unsuitable materials. 
Tuomas Gtover’s Workshops are now the most extensive in this or any other Country, and he is thereby enabled 
promptly to execute orders to any extent required. Purchasers may at any time inspect his Works and the Materials of which 
his Meters are constructed. He is ready to enter into Contracts with Gas Companies and others to uphold their Stock of his 
Meters for Twenty Years at-an annual charge varying from 2} to 5 per cent., and to leave always in the hands of Gas Com- 
panies Three Years’ charge for upholding, as a guarantee for the fulfilment of the Contract. 


TRUSS’S PATENT ELASTIC PIPE-JOINT, 

' FOR GAS AND WATER-MAINS, AND STEAM PIPING, 
Is the only perrxct joint that has ever been constructed, and supplies the long-felt desideratum, by allowing for the expansion 
and contraction of metals, and for oscillation and deflection, without impairing the joint. Gas Companies will effect an incal- 
culable saving in adopting it, as compared with the present imperfect mode of jointing. 
Drawings, Estimates, and every particular, furnished on application to 


THOMAS SEAVILLE TRUSS, C¢.E., 53, GRACECHURCH STREET, LONDON, E.C. 

















IRE-CLAY GAS RETORTS. 
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ESTABLISHED IN 1795. 


JOSEPH CLIFF, 


WORTLEY FIRE-BRICK WORKS, near LEEDS. 








leakage and the adhesion of carbon to their interior surface. = : 
To meet the yearly increasing demand of UPWARDS OF THIRTY.SEASONS and to earry out the late improvements in the manufacture, the Premises have been 


re-erected and much enlarged, and Engineers may rely WITH CONFIDENCE on their orders being completed with a greater regard to despatch than by any other House, 
THE WORKS ARE WELL SITUATED 
LONDON, LIVERPOOL, 
For EXPORT from the Ports of HULL, MIDDLESBRO’, 
HARTLEPOOL, and STOCKTON. 
FIRE-BRICKS, LUMPS, GUARDS, TILES, AND CLAY OF THE SAME QUALITY. 


M. B, NEWTON, London Agent, No. 4, Wharf, King’s Cross Goods Station. 











| 
THESE RETORTS are unrivalled in excellence, being the BEST FINISHED INTERNALLY, and THE MOST CORRECT IN FORM, of any in the Kingdom, From the peculiar 
composition used in working up the face of the material, they are rendered unusually smooth, close, and FREE FROM SURFACE CRACKS, thus, in a great measure, preventing | 
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TUESDAY, DECEMBER 4, 1860. 


NOTES UPON PASSING EVENTS. 


Tue Gazeite gives us notice of a greater number of Metropolitan 
Improvements than have ever been attempted before in one year. 
Notice has been given of applications to Parliament for power 
to construct a Palace of Justice, in which all the law courts and 
offices are to be concentrated on a space of nearly four acres, 
on the north side of the Strand, extending from Bell Yard, be- 
|;yond Temple Bar, to the Vestry-house behind St. Clement’s 
Church ; for an Embankment and Railway from Westminster 
Bridge to Blackfriars Bridge ; for a Railway in continuation of 
|that now making from the South-Eastern Station to Charing 
Cross, to pass over the Thames on the west side of London 
|| Bridge, and terminate in a new station in Cannon Street, imme- 
diately behind the Mansion House. 





way, seem so far satisfied with their prospects, that they are 
applying for powers to stretch out on the east to Finsbury 
Circus ; to the west, from Farringdon Street to Regent Circus, 

running) parallel with, and on the north side of, Holborn and 
|| Oxford: Street ; 
ton, Notting Hill, and Hammersmith. At the same time, an 
allied company proposes to establish a central station at Fins- 
bury Circus, with a direct communication to Shoreditch Station, 


Haydon Square on the other. 





their canal from Camden Town to. Limehouse, with branches 
to the London and North-Western, the North-London,. Metro- 
politan, and Eastern Counties Railways. It is also proposed 








provements the most urgently required; and, next, that in 


| four or five years: no important district will be without a rail- 


way station within a very few-minutes drive. At present, the 
drive to the station often occupies more time than a railway 
journey of 100 miles. Whether the costly metropolitan rail- 


| way can compete with a well-managed system of horse railways, 


when it ceases to be a pipe. of communication between the 
stations of the principal railways on the north side and the 
City, and the stations on the south side of the Thames, and 
tries to compete for the omnibus traffic of the suburbs, may 
be doubted. But, if the shareholders choose to try the experi- 
ment, the public have no reason to complain or oppose. We 


, do not share the opinion of a daily evening contemporary, sup- 


| brought before them are: the best possible schemes. 


anuary, or 18s. credit, in two sums of 9s. each, in July and | 


This Journat has been duly registered at the General Post Office for | 


posed to be the representative of the Government, that it is) 


the business of Parliament to ascertain whether the schemes 
It is 
sufficient if they are good enough for the present, and not 
condemnabvle for any intolerable injury to private property, or 
flagrant neglect of public convenience. 

The proposition for a new Railway Bridge over the Thames 
below Southwark Bridge, gives us an opportunity of recurring 
to the suggestion we made when the London, Dover, and 
Chatham Railway extension to Farringdon Street was sanc- 
tioned—i.e., the propriety of uniting, if possible, the improve- 
ment of the existing bridges with the new railway bridge. 
Southwark Bridge, as. is -well.known, is almost unused: the 
toll makes:it a sort of deserted pathway. ‘The price asked by 
the shareholders, -who receive no.appreciable dividend, has pre- 
vented the Corporation. of London from buying it long ago, 
and making it free. Perhaps the subsidy of half, or two-thirds 
of the sum asked for Southwark Bridge, would give London, 
in addition to Cannon Street,..a bridge more convenient in 
gradients, and quite as accessible as Southwark Bridge; or 
perhaps the shareholders in that unfortunate speculation might 
be induced, by the prospect of competition, to accept more 
reasonable terms. With four stations on the banks 


and the long cab drive to Paddington or Euston exchanged for 
a station in Finsbury Square: or Farringdon Street, with the 


| south-side stations brought near or rendered unnecessary by 


The: promoters of the Metropolitan, or Underground Rail- 


and from Paddington to Bayswater, Kensing- | 


| 


Canal ask for leave to construct a railway.along the side of | occasions, according to ancient forms. 





the new street in Southwark and the Charing-Cross and 
Pimlico Stations, our Metropolitan Railway accommodation 


will be as perfect as our ever-extending railway net. And 
that is saying a great deal, for, although it is easy to praise the 


theory of Foreign Railway construction, a glance at a Railway 
Map of England settles the question of the superior advantages 
of our system. The levelling, of house property rendered ia- 
evitable by the contemplated constructions may help Sireet 
Improvements, which have hitherto depended almost entirely 
on the enterprise of shopkeepers, and the established system af 
advertising by Insurance Companies, not a little. 


The new Palace of Justice will be the grandest improvement 


that has been attempted since Somerset House was built, and | 


the greatest building since Barry.commenced the Palace of 
Westminster. It will occupy nearly four acres, which ‘are 
estimated to cost from £500,000 to £700,C0V, and extinguish 
a rookery of inferior houses. It will do more than this—it will 
give a tone to improvements in the neighbourhood, 
will surely spread along the Strand ; perhaps we may even get 
rid of Temple Bar—hideous «in architecture, not venerat 


which 


sle 


as well as to the three great railways on the north side of | from historical association, but ¢imply an obstruction to street 
London; while the North-London Railway proposes to run | trade. 
forked..branches, reaching Liverpool- Street on one side, and | and Jess inconvenient may be devised. on which tie 
The proprietors of the Regent’s | officers.can knock, and aldermen. can open or close on solemn 


If gates be needed, something much more pictures que 
Queen’s 


On the advuantace of 
concentrating the courts and the offices of law, it is fortunately 

no longer necessary to dwell. Parliament wil] not be asked! 
to vote the funds ; ‘the ‘“ suitors fund ’—that, is, secmaiae 





of the. 
' North side of the Thames, between Pimlico and Cannon Street, 

















770 


TWE JOURNAL OF GAS LIGHTING, WATER SUPPLY, & SANITARY IMPROVEMENT. 


[Dec. 4, 1860, 





the result of the delays, evitable and inevitable, of the Court 
of Chancery, will, without taxing any one, provide the lawyers 
and their clients with this palace, as it is to be not inaptly 
called, in balance to the Palace of Westminster. There is also 
a project in embryo for a joint-stock company, to purchase the 
property westward of the concentrated courts, including the 
whole of Holywell Street, and erecting thereon shops, an ar- 
cade, and a huge hotel for the accommodation of the lawyers 
and their clients, at a cost of half a million. This seems too 
vast a building speculation for realization, but the very idea 
shows how much improvement may be expected from a great 
breach in the squalid meanness of one of the principal tho- 
roughfares of London. With the Metropolitan and new Dover 
station at one end, the Charing Cross station at the other, and 
the Palace of Justice between, all helping to bring mean 
edifices to shame, and make fine buildings profitable, we may 
hope, in the course of a quarter of a century, to see the build- 
ings of this, the greatest street in Europe as regards traffic, 
made rather more worthy of London’s political and commercial 
importance. The wonder is, that amidst the various schemes 
for central stations, the South-Western has not contemplated 
crossing the river, and taking possession of the hollow, depre- 
ciated property in the Savoy below Waterloo Bridge. Again, 
Northumberland House, one of the largest and ugliest edifices 
of London, if connected with the new Charing Cross station 
as an Hotel, might, in the hands of a competent architect, 
become an imposing feature in Trafalgar Square. 


The Finsbury Central Station will be of great advantage to 
the most crowded district in London by permitting easy and 
rapid access to all engaged round the Royal Exchange and 
the Bank of England and the Mansion House to the Eastern 
Counties and all the north and western lines, which at present 
convey comparatively few suburban season ticket-holders. We 
must again return to this interesting and important subject of 
Metropolitan Suburban Railway Conveyance when the various 
projects are placed in detail before parliamentary committees. 

The subject of the disposal of Town Sewerage has been occu- 
pying from day to day a considerable space in the columns of 
the Times. Almost all the men with a scheme have spoken. 
In the face of the usual exaggerations by sewerage manure 
enthusiasts, there seems a fair prospect of the question 
reaching a practical solution, as regards many towns, although 
not all by the same means. Mr. George Shepherd, C.E., 
has formed, or is forming, a company, with a capital of 
£30,000, for utilizing the liquid sewerage of Croydon, which 
has long been a source of annoyance and expense to the 
governing board of that town. Mr. Shepherd proposes to 
pump the liquid, after it has fallen from the hill on which 
Croydon chiefly stands, to a reservoir on the top of another 
hill, and thence allow it to descend by gravitation through 
pipes to divers central spots, where it is to be sold to farmers 
for irrigating purposes at the rate of 30s. an acre. He ex- 
pects to find customers, and to be able to supply several 
thousand acres at this rate, and thus realize a very hand- 
some profit—Q.#.D. On the subject of profit, we do not con- 
sider it necessary to venture an opinion, in the present state of 
the affair. Thirty thousand pounds is a small sum to raise for 
so important an object. The sewerage is a great nuisance at 
present, and near Croydon lies land on a chalk subsoil which 
is generally parched upin summer. A constant supply of soft 
water alone would be of great value in irrigating that chalk 
land ; liquid sewerage of the right consistency would be better 
still. The demand for grass round Croydon to be turned intit 
milk is practically unlimited ; and, on such a self-drained soil, o 
would require a very overwhelming application of liquid manure 
to produce a nuisance, for a porous soil absorbs and deodorizes 
with wonderful rapidity ; but, if the sewerage were turned on a 
retentive clay soil, then very unpleasant effects might be ex- 
pected to follow a daily or even weekly application. Accord- 
ing to our experience of the farmers who feed stock round 
towns, it will take some years to persuade them to pay 30s. 


estimated by the engineer at 10s. an acre, of the distributing 
arrangements; and liquid manure at that rate is new to our 
farmers. But in any event the Croydon people, who have 
tried and failed in every kind of solidifying process, are now 
on the right track; for, whether they pay a good dividend or 
not, they will get rid of a nuisance, and produce a certain 
quantity of meat and milk. We should be glad to hear that 
Mr. Shepherd succeeded in this undertaking, especially as 
some years ago he had the mortification of seeing Sir William 





an acre for a new kind of manure, not to speak of the cost, | 





| nuisance of a liquid sewerage outfall, so great a difficulty with || 





O‘Shaugnahnessey, who wasrewardedand honoured, appropriate 
his invention in the Indian system of telegraphs, without being | 
able to obtain either ‘solid or honorary satisfaction ; but it is, 
well to state that, on the question of liquid sewerage, Mr. | 
Shepherd’s enthusiasm leads him to pick up evidence of profits || 
in a very wild, loose, or, to use his own favourite word, || 
“insane” manner. He skips backwards and forwards between || 
the Edinburgh Foul Burn (an abominable nuisance, by-the-bye), 
the Earl of Essex’s fancy experiments at Watford, and a dozen 
other examples of what no agriculturist doubts—i.e., that liquid | 
manures all grow a great deal of grass, and entirely deodorize | 
the sewerage, if water and land enough are employed, but seems 
to forget that the profit depends entirely on local circumstances. 
If it did not, the sewerage of the whole of Edinburgh would be 
applied, instead of a very small part. If the whole sewerage 
of a town can be delivered by gravitation on self-drained soil, 
a profit may fairly be expected; but, when it comes to much || 
pumping and much pipeing, the profits are rapidly absorbed, 
especially as sewerage becomes weaker and weaker the more it | 
is pumped and the further it is carried. Then Mr. Shepherd 
makes a great parade of Baron Von Liebig’s authority. Every | 
one knows that, although Liebig is a great chemist, he has) 
failed wretchedly whenever he has attempted to touch prac- | 
tical Agriculture. He suggested the manufacture of super- | 
phosphate by the application of sulphuric acid to bones, instead 
of using raw bones. Mr. Lawes and others made a fortune out 
of the suggestion. But, when the Baron produced his own uni- 
versal mineral manure, it failed utterly ; and the manufacturers, 
the Messrs. Muspratt, of Liverpool, lost a large sum by the specu- | 
lation. Liebig also prophesied the ruin of the Agriculture of Eng- || 
land from the adoption of the system of systematic deep draining | 
—now, after sixteen years experience, universally accepted as the 
most profitable invention or art ever adopted in modern cultiva- | 
tion. And the other day the Baron prophesied the exhaustion of | 
soils of Britain in consequence of our practising high farming, || 
and instanced farm-land of the Romans and the American || 
tobacco planters as examples of exhaustion for our warning. || 
Baron Liebig ought to have known that the Americans applied | 
no manure, and the Romans so little, that for more than a cen- | 
tury their average acreable production of corn diminished; | 
while increased, not diminished, averages have followed our | 
increased production of meat, and consequent use of animal | 
manure. Therefore, we cannot accept Baron Liebig as an 
authority on the use of sewerage in this country, or on any 
other practical, that means profitable, agricultural question. 


Mr. Rawlinson, who claims a title to be heard on the ground 
that he was one of the commissioners employed by the first 
Board of Health to collect evidence on the use of sewerage—| 
evidence which was afterwards collected into a Blue Book, and 
circulated at public cxpeuse—disapproves of the Croydon) 
scheme as too expensive, and too wide in its operations. This, 
opinion shows what every one who has paid any attention to the | 
subject has found out long ago—that the Board of Health Blue 
Book was perfectly valueless for any practical purpose ; facts 
more or less distorted, estimates and speculations were hopelessly | 
mixed together in that Book, in order to give the innocent public | 
the idea that any amount of engineering expense for pumping, | 
pipes, hose, and subterranean irrigation works, could be repaid | 
by sewerage manure. Mr. Rawlinson, now more wise, recom- | 
mends the example of Carlisle, where a single individual, with | 
the use of Mr. Alexander M‘Dougall’s disinfecting fluid, pours | 
all the sewerage of the town on some fifty acres, discharges the 
overflow clear and inodorous into the neighbouring streams, and 
grows such crops of grass as leave him ‘‘a small profit” on 





| 
|| 
| 








| the operation—the city of Carlisle paying, as we understand, | 


all the expenses of delivery, and something toward the deo- 
dorizing process. | 

Respectable evidence confirms the success of Mr. M‘Dou- | 
gall’s plan in the most important particular; it annihilates the, 


| 


many small towns whose pure streams have been poisoned by} 
the empirical sewering plans of the old Board of Health. 
Then Mr. Walker, the solicitor from Bombay, whose little 
grass farm at Rugby was so long the subject of Mr. Chadwick 
and his tail’s mendacious exaggerations, comes forward to 
state, as the result of his experience, that a few acres of 
land will take a great deal of liquid sewerage and deodorize 
it, and produce great grass crops—a statement perfectly cor- 
rect as regards the Rugby farm, which stands on a natursl 
filter-bed of triturated rock, so porous that it would perhaps 
take all the sewerage of Rugby on one acre. Mr. Walker is 
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an exact man, and never sanctioned Mr. Chadwick’s dis- 
honest statement about corn-crops from the Rugby farm, 
which only existed in his own imagination. Thus, there are 


their streams fit for drinking, bathing, and fishing, according 
to the nature of the soil and the situation of the outfall. If 
they can deliver, by gravity, to a well-drained, or, better still, 
a self-drained soil of sufficient surface, they may trust to earth 
and air to deodorize, and obtain in rent or grass a return for 
part, or even all, their expense in conducting apparatus. But, 
if their sewerage system is at a low level—and the delivery of 
sewerage must, for economy’s sake, be near the town and on 
retentive soils—then Mr. M‘Dougall’s process will be effective 
and not costly. As for the liquid manure maniacs, who value 
the liquid sewerage of the valley of London at hundreds of 
thousands of pounds, the same people would value the wheat 
of the valley of the Mississippi, on the spot, at the full price of 
Mark Lane quotations, without deducting the cost of labour 
or of transport, and other charges by land, river, and sea. We 
have paid the more attention to this irrigation question, be- 
cause, although we have not the slightest confidence in plans 
for obtaining municipal revenues by the sale of sewerage, we 
poner po doubt that many towns may, by judicious arrange- 
ments, at small expense, utilize the contents of their sewers, so 
jas to save the pollution of their streams—a great and increasing 
evil. 
| Mr. Buckland, the surgeon and naturalist, read an amusing 
||paper at the Society of Arts,on Wednesday last (Nov. 28), on 
|| the Acclimatization of Animals. He took, of course, the view 
| of a zoologist rather than of a stock-breeder ; and, while doing 
ample justice to his subject by the number of his illustrations 





| debate, confirmed the truth of the opinion we expressed the 
other day—viz., acclimatization is a question interesting to 
the colonists of Australia, so bare of animals and birds; interest- 
ing to the owners of parks and menageries, in search of rational 
amusement; but of no value to the farmers or the butchers 
of the United Kingdom. In the course of his lecture, Mr. 
Buckland quoted, with approbation, the list of prizes offered 
by the French Acclimatization Society, which seems to us to 
'| reach the height of absurdity, even in that prize-giving country, 
||where they pretend to reward virtue with a crown and 
medal. There is a medal worth £40 offered for the complete 
domestication of the kiang, a valuable beast of burden, of great 
swiftness, which belongs to Thibet. The same medal for the 
domestication of a large species of kangaroo—but whether to 
be ridden, driven, or eaten, it does not say : six specimens are to 





£80 and £40 for the introduction and domestication of the 
African ostrich, and the Australian emu, to be hatched in the 
same way as farm-yard fowl, and of the second generation. 
These prizes really mean, ‘“‘go—spend £2000 or £3000 in 
producing animals that can be of no use; and then, although 
you cannot compete with breeders of horses with kiangs, or 
sell kangaroos against Yorkshire pigs, or feed ostriches at the 
profit of Dorking fowls, you shall have a medal.” We take the 
French Acclimatization Society to be either the hobby of 
|japarty of zoologists, or one of the circenses with which the 
||Emperor amuses an enslaved people. In this country, as we 
|;observed the other day, there are plenty of wealthy landed 
proprietors who may as well amuse themselves in breeding 
|| Elands and Bisons, as in running race horses. 


|| The boring of Artesian wells seems to have been carried 
'|out with great success in the province of Constantine in Algeria : 
fifty wells have been opened since 1856, which yield al- 
|| together about thirteen million gallons in the course of every 
||twenty-four hours. These borings have been executed with 
|| three sets of boring apparatus only, at an expense exclusive of 
Hg of the apparatus of about £110 for each of the fifty 
| wells. 


| 
| A paper read at the Institution of Civil Engineers, on the 
|) 20th ultimo, by Mr. J. Hurwood, C.E. on the river Orwell, | 
and the Port of Ipswich, gave a very interesting account of 
of successful and profitable results from the judicious expendi- 
|ture of avery moderate sum of money. The Orwell affords, | 
for nearly twelve miles to its mouth at Harwich, one of the | 
most picturesque bits of river scenery in Europe, at high water. 
Towards the close of the last century, the river had been so | 
encroached upon and neglected, that there was only five feet | 
of water at Neass, and eight feet at spring tides at Ipswich 
Quay. The trade of the Port in consequence fell off seriously. 











two courses open to towns and villages which desire to preserve _ 


| large the receptacle to receive it.” 


_and descriptions, all he said, and all that was said in the ensuing | 


| Metropolis Gas Act have taken place on the refusal by a gas 


| Act specially provides against such a refusal to a bond fide, 


be produced, and of the second generation, bred by the winner ; | 


In 1805, powers were obtained to improve the river by deepen-! 
ing the channel, and cutting off abrupt bends, so as to save) 
one mile in twelve. The works were carried out, in part; in, 
1819, still further pursued; and further again in 1821; and so) 
improved the river that in 1826, vessels drawing about 11 feet 
of water, could reach the quays at spring tides. ‘‘ Yet, not-| 
withstanding the outlay incurred, the commissioners had saved | 
from the revenues of the Port and River £25,000. In 1837, 
the construction of a Wet Dock was undertaken ; in 1842, the! 
works were sufficiently advanced to maintain the float; and, in! 
1847, further operations in cutting off bends and dredging | 
channels deeper were completed.” The object sought was not | 
only to increase the depth by dredging but to bring the chan-| 
nel course into good condition, and to regulate the capacity 
where necessary to make the navigation easier. Every avail- | 
able means had been adopted to encourage the easy flow and) 
ebb of the tide, and to prevent any encroachment upon space! 
previously covered by tidal water ,and particularly in the upper 
part of the river, and wherever the opportunity offered to en- 
There was a rise and fall’ 
of tide at Harwich of 13 feet 6 inches; at Ipswich Dock (since 
the improvements) of 11 feet 7 inches. Before the com- 
mencement of the works, the depth of water to Ipswich Quay 
was only 8 feet; itis now 16 feet 4 inches. At the former 
period, the tonnage of the registered vessels belonging to the | 
Port was less than 7000 tons ; at present, it amounted to 
16,274 tons. The cost of the Wet Dock, and of the works 
connected with it, amounted to about £130,000. How fortu- 
nate were the people of Ipswich in not employing a brilliant 
Engineer of the Monumental School ! 





{ 
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Ctreular to Gas Compantes. 


Tue first judicial proceedings under the provisions of the 





company to supply gas to a would-be consumer until the 
arrears due by the out-going tenant were paid. A few instances 
of similar refusals, which were raked together during the pro- 
gress of the parliamentary inquiry, proved the most feasible of 
the alleged grievances that could be adduced against the metro- 
politan gas companies; and it is a curious fact that the first 


question which has been tried is a charge of that kind, as the, 





customer. The answer given, when the accusation was made) 
before the committee of the House of Commons was, that) 
demands for arrears were never made on the in-coming tenant, 
unless there was good reason to suspect collusion ; and the) 
case that has arisen is exactly one of that kind. The tenant, 
or ostensible tenant, of a lodging-house iu Poplar, summoned | 
the Commercial Gas Company for having wilfully failed, for, 
seven days after having been required in writing, to provide 
and lay all sufficient communication, and to furnish a supply) 
of gas, whereby they had incurred a penalty of 40s. for every’! 
day after the expiration of such notice, during which the failure 
continued. The case was heard before Mr. Yardley, at the 
Thames Police Court, and a full report of the proceedings will | 
be found in another part of our Journat. On hearing the) 
complainant’s evidence, and without calling on the defendants | 
witnesses, the magistrate decided that it was a case of collusion, 
and that the complainant was not, in fact, the real tenant, but 
had been put forward in that character to demand a supply of | 
gas, while the person in arrear, and whose service-pipe had || 
been cut off, continued the possession of the house. 
Before entering into the merits of the case, exception was 
taken, on behalf of the defendants, to the jurisdiction of the! 
magistrate in cases of alleged collusion ; and there was a long) 
discussion between the legal gentlemen engaged, from which it || 
will be seen that, on the very first application of the Act, it|| 

seems involved in perplexity and doubt ; and, had the decision 

of the magistrate been adverse to the company, they were pre- 
pared to carry the question to a superior court. A case was, | 
| 





indeed, drawn up and agreed to for the opinion of the Court of || 
Queen’s Bench, on the objection raised by the counsel for the || 
defendants, to the effect, principally, that the magistrate has | 
no jurisdiction, on the ground that sections 14, 15, and 16 are | 
only applicable to premises and districts not already supplied || 


| with gas; and that, under section 39, the magistrate has no | 


power to try a charge of collusion. Though there may be un-|| 
certainty legally as to the jurisdiction of magistrates in such} 
cases—and Mr. Yardley himself seemed to entertain some!! 
doubt on the subject—we regret that such an endeavour should | 




















| 


| 


'|not been observed.” This seems to be Mr. Penfold’s great 


|;their witnesses, the rateable value of their property in the 
||parish, taking an average of four years, was £679; but the 


:|He raises four objections to the decision of the court, each | 
,|one being founded on misstatements and fallacies ; his zeal for 
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have been made to throw difficulties in the working of the Act, 
as it afforded the solicitor for the defendant some apparent 
foundation for alleging that the object of the company was to 
frustrate the manifest intention of the Legislature, and to set 
the law at defiance by making its administration costly. It is 
absurd to suppose that gas companies would refuse to supply gas 
unless they had good ground for objecting to do so; and it would 
be evidently their interest to give publicity, in the readiest and 


|| least expensive manner, to their reasons for refusal. The ex- 


posure of the collusion in the Poplar case would have been a 
more complete answer to the alleged grievances against the 
gas companies, had it not been prefaced by legal objections, to 
have the matter decided by the cheapest and. most summary 
process. 

The decision of the Assistant-Judge of the Middlesex Ses- 
sions, on the appeal of the Chartered Company against the 
assessment on their pipes in the parish of Clerkenwell, has 
excited the ire of Mr. Penfold, on whose estimates the assess- 
ment was made; and he has given vent to his feelings by pub- 





lishing ‘‘ Observations’ on the case, which are so full of in- 
accuracies and misstatements, that we cannot allow them to 
pass unnoticed, more especially as these ‘‘ Observations” are 
to form a chapter in a new edition of his “ Principles of 
Rating.” 

in pursuing his novel vocation of assessor of profits of gas, | 
railway, and water companies, it behoves Mr. Penfold to be | 
cautious to abstain from exaggeration or misrepresentation, or 
he may lay himself open to the imputation that his object is to | 
| promote litigation for his personal advantage; to the loss of the | 
| public; he ought, therefore, to feel obliged to us for correcting | 
|his errors, lest he should commit similar blunders in future, | 
|and so damage his reputation with the parochial authorities. | 
The Assistant-Judge, the Chartered Gas Company, and the 





witnesses, are all assailed by Mr. Penfold, because they differed | 
from his principles of assessment, and gave evidence that con- 
tradicted his speculative estimates ; but it is against the judge 
that he directs his principal attacks, and of whom he ventures 
to make the most unfounded statements. 


The assessment appealed against, it will be remembered, was 
based on Mr. Penfold’s calculations, in accordance with which 
the rateable value of the Chartered Company’s property in 
Clerkenwell was raised from £150 to £2598; and the endea- 
vour to reduce that exorbitant assessment to its true value, is 
denounced by him as a flagrant attempt by the company to 
free themselves from payment towards the support of the poor. 
According to the books of the company, and the testimony of 


judge, taking the accounts of last year only as a basis, and 
diminishing the estimated per-centage for renewals and tenants | 
profits, determined the rateable value to be £1022, and reduced 
the assessment of £2598 to that amount. This decision, 
Mr. Penfold declares, is untenable, and cannot stand, ‘‘ and 
must be reviewed, if it were for the principle sake only.” 





|his clients and irritation at the failure of the assessment having 
'blinded his mental vision to the clear perception of facts and 
figures. He asserts, in the first place, ‘‘ that part of the gross 
earnings in Clerkenwell have been given to parishes in the 
City, and, consequently, the parochial principle of rating has 


gun, on which he mainly relies for proving the judge’s decision 
to have been erroneous ; for he affirms, again and again, that 
the gross receipts and the total expenses have been dealt with | 





|together, and divided among the parishes alike, while the | 


'|the rateable value” on that account, in lieu of £1690, which, 
||according to Mr. Penfold’s estimate, it ought to have been. 


| price of gas sold by meter in Clerkenwell is 6d. per 1000 feet 
jmore than in the City It appears, indeed, from many of his | 
'statements, as if this difference in the price of gas had been | 
altogether omitted, though he elsewhere notices that the com- 
‘pany in their estimate ‘‘modestly propose to add £250 to 


''The sum of £250 was arrived at by adding to the actual pro- | 


||as shown in evidence, by adding to that amount 6d. per 1000 
'|feet on the gas sold at 4s., or £2440, it will be found that the 
‘| gross profit, if the whole had’ been sold at 4s. 6d., would be 


fits, 6d. per 1000 feet on the whole of the gas sold‘at 4s., and | 
distributing that total among the different parishes according 
to the present structural value in each parish. Thus, assuming 
£11,695 to be the gross profit on an average of the four years, 


| ture of the last year only, and he also disallowed half the sum 


| way, regardless apparently of the means by which that object 


| offer, Mr. Penfold contends, suo more, that they are rather a 


£14,135; and that, after deducting tenant’s profits, insurance, 
and renewal fund, at the rates stated by the appellants wit- 
nesses, the net rateable value of the entire works, mains, service- 
pipes, and meters, would be £6200. In apportioning this total 
according to the. present structural value in..each parish, 
Clerkenwell would accordingly be entitled to £679, as stated 
by the appellants witnesses. It will be seen, therefore, that, 
instead of the difference in the price of gas in Clerkenwell and 
in the City having been omitted, it was fully accounted for, and 
at a higher ratio than assumed by Mr. Penfold himself. 

The second. objection raised to the Judge’s decision is, 
‘* that the renewals of the works and mains have been allowed 
much greater in amount than one year ought to have been ;” 
and the gas company and their witnesses are charged with 
having made exaggerated. estimates of the cost of renewals.. 
It seems to he very difficult to please Mr. Penfold, for the 
company adopted the principle for which he contends, and took 
the average receipts and expenditure for four years’; but that 
course was rejected by the judge, as he considered it would be 
more fair to the respondents to adopt the income and expendi- 


claimed for renewal and reproduction of the plant. But Mr. 
Penfold is not satisfied unless he can have everything: his own 





may be gained. In his eagerness to show’ that the costs of 
repairs of works and mains exhibited in the accounts of the 
company are excessive, and that they must include charges for | 
new work that ought to have been carried to account of capi- | 
tal, he refers to one of the tables attached to Mr. Barlow’s re- 

port to the City of London Company, so far back as 1849, in 

which it is stated that 3d. per 1000 feet of gas made was a 
reasonable sum to meet the items of repairs and renewals. || 
But, in this reference to an old report, as in most other parts || 
of his ‘ observations,” Mr. Penfold’s attempts to prove that 

others are in fault only strengthen the conviction that he is| 
altogether mistaken. Mr. Barlow, in that report, allowed 
408d. per 1000 feet of gas for repairs of works, mains, and 
meters, adding, ‘‘ wear and tear of works and mains I have | 
taken at his (Mr. Croll’s) estimates, though I consider them) 
Jar too low for works that have seen any service.” In the works | 
of the Chartered Company, which have seen nearly half a cen- | 
tury’s service, the actual cost was 5°53d. per 1000 feet of gas | 
on an average of four years; and, had Mr. Penfold examined || 
the whole of the report, instead of picking out a single item to || 
support his speculations, he would have seen that Mr. Barlow || 
estimated the whole cost of gas at 2s. 10°15d. per 1000 feet; | 
whereas the cost of production was'shown in the company’s: | 
accounts to be only 2s. 6°05d. The applicants further claimed | 
1°45d. for insurance and reproduction, making a total’ of || 
2s. 74d. against 2s. 10°15d. in the. estimate from which that || 
item was extracted. It is well known’ that gas companies || 
adopt no general rule in the subdivision of their accounts; | 

therefore, to select one item, and on that to endeavour to. | 
throw suspicion on the good faith of a. public company, when | 
if taken in connexion with the other items, any apparent dis- || 
crepancies would be easily explained, is an extremely unfair 
mode of examination, and it may be taken as. an illustra- | 


tion of the spirit exhibited in ali Mr. Penfold’s “ observa-| 


tions.” 








Tn discussing the principle upon which tenants profits should | 
be estimated, Mr. Penfold alludes to a witness who was in court | 
during the hearing of the appeal, who was ready to take the || 
works in Clerkenwell parish at £5000 per annum. It is no || 
secret that the gentleman alluded to is Mr. G. Anderson, who | 
has distinguished himself by many bold undertakings; but we 
doubt whether even he would be bold enough to make such 
an offer in earnest. It is said that, if there were no directors 
to control his movements, he would do so at once; and because 
the directors are assumed to stand in the way of such a liberal 


hindrance than a help in conducting the company’s affairs in 
Clerkenwell, and that no allowance should have been made for 
them. This constitutes Mr. Penfold’s third objection to the 
decision of the court. 


In the fourth, and last, objection Mr. Penfold has, with his 
usual aptitude, been successful in discovering a mare’s nest in 
the third term of the proportion used by the judge and by the 
witnesses in apportioning the total assessable value; and he 
recklessly charges the judge with having omitted the meters 
and service-pipes from his estimate of the structural value of 
the company’s property in Clerkenwell. This discovery, which 
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e. says is. “‘the crowning error,” would, indeed, have been 
important, if true; for the: value of the meters and services 
amounts to the sum-.of £4446; but, like the rest of Mr. Pen- 
fold’s wonderful discoveries and unguarded assertions. in his 





«* Observations,” it is entirely groundless. The valuation 
comprised— 
Milinm: . 2 2. 2 0 0 3 oo. BOOP 
Sérvice-pipes. ........ 1,844 
BE. - 0. wm c.s. c+ 0 SD 
£12,753 


These are the figures, correctly used by the judge, exhibiting 
the structural value of the company’s property in Clerkenwell. 
Their property. in the other parishes in the Brick Lane district 

comprised— : 
Station, including land, buildings, tanks, retorts, 
and trade fixtures. . . . . «. . . £72,875 








Ee ee a 
nee .. ge a 3,344 
et « ~ © &' © e 6 ww & oo. oe 
£103,716 

To which add the property in Clerkenwell . . 12,753 
Total used in the firstterm. . . . £116,469 


The “ crowning error” into which the Assistant-Judge is 
alleged to have fallen, in consequence of having been “cajole¢”’ 
into adopting the Chartered Company’s figures, thus proves to 
have been a well-founded truth. The assumption of this error 
gives rise to a lament on the part of Mr. Penfold on the diffi- 
cult task which the parishes have to perform in obtaining even 
a portion of the contributions which the gas companies ought 
to pay towards the support of the poor. He expatiates on the 
advantage of fair dealing, and intimates that, if the gas compa- 
nies do not conduct themselyes more in accordance with his 
dictation, the ratepayers will be roused to go to law more 
vigorously to assert their rights. Mr. Penfold has succeeded 
in showing that the want-of fair dealing is chargeable against 
other parties than the gas companies, and if he have the interest 
of the parishes at heart, he would do well to try to reconcile 
differences, instead of aggravating them. The public seem 
always to be the sufferers in these parochial squabbles, and it 
is most desirable, for all concerned, that such vexatious and 
wasteful warfare should be avoided. In consequence of the 
exorbitant assessments on the works of the gas companies in 
Clerkenwell, they have given notice of an increase in the charge 
for lighting the public lamps; the increase in one case being 
22s. Gd. per lamp, and in the other 20s. These increased 
prices will cause an addition to the cost of public lighting of 
nearly £700) per. annum, while the increase in the rates of 
the two companies will not amount to a third of that sum. 
This result of the agitation for raising the assessments of gas 
companies affords a practical lesson to the parish authorities 
which it is to be hoped they will profit by. 

Before the next number of our Journat is published, the 
important cases arising out of the fire which occurred in Fe- 
bruary last at Messrs. Morleys’, in Wood Street, will come on 
for trial. A preliminary discussion took place in the Court of 
Queen’s Bench on the 16th ult., on a demurrer raised by the 
Great Central Gas Company to a declaration filed by parties 
to whose premises the fire communicated, The three Judges 
before whom the case was argued agreed in opinion that if the 
fire at Messrs. Morleys’ were proved to have been caused by 
the “‘ negligence, carelessness, improper conduct, and default ’’ 
of the servants of the company, and a verdict were given against 
them on that account, they would be also answerable for the 
consequent damage to the other premises to which the fire 
extended. If this be the law, there is no limit to the respon- 
sibility of a gas company in such cases; and if London should 
be again burnt down, from Pudding Lane to Pie Corner, in 
consequence of the neglect or carelessness of the servant of a 
gas company, his employers. would be responsible for all the 
damage, This, indeed, would be a fearful résponsibility im- 
posed on every gas company, and though we have no desire 
to alarm our readers, it is desirable they should have their 
possible liabilities placed prominently before them, so that they 
may take precautions of the most rigorous kind in carrying on 
their operations. The extraordinary explosion which recently 
occurred in the University Church in Oxford, of which we 
have given the particulars in another column, is an example of 
a class of accidents from the escape of gas, capable of being 








prevented by a proper examination of the fittings, after re- 
pairs, before gas is admitted. 

The Court of Exchequer Chamber, has confirmed the judg- 
ment of the inferior court in the case of Hipkins v. the Bir- 
mingham and Staffordshire Gas Company, by which the plaintiffhas 
made good his claim to a penalty of £200 for contaminating 
the water in his well, and to a further penalty of £20’per 
diem, during the time the injury may continue. The defendants 
contended that there were peculiarities in the case which re- 
lieved them from the operations of the sections of the Act under 
which they were sued, but they failed to establish any ground 
for reversing the previous judgment, and the case will.now 
take its place in the law text books, and will serve as a prece- 
dent in all future litigation on the liabilities of gas companies, 
under these sections of the Act. 

The notices of application to Parliament, for hills affecting 
the interests of gas companies are rather more numerous than 
usual, and some of them are of general interest. The Lime 
Light Company seeks for powers of a novel character, and 
several of the Tramway and Pneumatic Post or Parcel Bills, 
ask for power to alter gas. and water or telegraph pipes at 
their pleasure. We are glad to learn that Mr. E. G. Salis- 
bury, the late Member for Chester, has resumed his practice 
at the bar, and his practical experience in all that relates to 
gas companies will make his professional assistance doubly 
valuable to all gas companies, promoting or opposing bills.in 
Parliament. 








Correspondence. 


VENTILATION OF COAL MINES. 

Srr,—Being impressed with the awful calamities attending the 
want of ventilation in coal mines, I beg to send you an idea whieh 
suggested itself to me whilst watching the descent of the cage into 
a coal pit, viz. :— 

If the bottom of the said cage was made circular and fitting the 
shaft, say within four or six inches, it would answer the purpose 
of an immense blast engine—the shaft being the cylinder, the 
bottom of the cage the piston, and the _ the piston rod. Its 
action in its descent will be to displace and force a column of air 
into the workings equal to the depth, multiplied by the diameter of 
the shaft, less that which passes up between the above named four or 
six inches. The descent of the cage would be somewhat retarded, 
dependent upon the size and length of the tubular openings at the 
bottom of the shaft into the various workings. 

A door would be required at the bottom of the shaft, which 
could be closed by the cage as it ascended, and vice versa. 

A self-acting flap or door in the bottom of the cage, to open 
downwards, for the purpose of admitting air to the lower part of 
the shaft, when ascending, 

If you think the enclosed worthy a place in your valuable 
JovrNat, I shall be glad of its insertion, and, if approved of, to do 
all I can towards saving the lives of that valuable class, the miners. 

Leicester, Nov, 19, 1860. G. GoLDsMITH. 


Register of Pew Patents. 


1242.—James Corcurt, of 26, Kirby Street, Hatton Garden, London, 
chemist, for “‘ Improvements in manufacturing gas and carbon or lamp- 
black in one and the same apparatus, and in the apparatus employed 
therein, and for means and apparatus for rendering the gas applicable for 
lighting of ships, lighthouses, mines, and all other places where gas can be 
used.” Patent dated May 21, 1860. 
It is found in practice that an improved means of manufacturing illu- 
minating gas and also a rich carbon or lampblack (which said carbon may 
be used for paint, printing ink, or blacking,) can be obtained at one and 
the same time, and in the same apparatus, by distilling at a red heat the 
common vegetable pine, resin, or other oils, or coal, resin, grease, tar, or 
other bituminous or highly carbonaceous substances, either or any of 
which substances may be introduced separately or in a combined state 
in one or the same retort or apparatus of or similar to the following con- 
struction. The retort is made of a double form, that is having one part of 
its body which may be larger than the other part separated by an external 
passage between the inlet and the outlet part, extending from near the 
back part of the expanded outlet or front part of the retort. The object 
of the double retort is to provide and leave such passage between the 
inlet and outlet for hot air, so as to maintain the necessary temperature, 
and so to cause the gas or vapour, which so soon forms from oil, coal, 
resin, grease, tar, or other bituminous substances, when coming into con- 
tact with the heat, to be more fully decomposed before the gas or vapour 
arrives at the outlet of the retort. By this arrangement of the retort, the 
gas or vapour, as soon as formed, instead of being allowed to escape 
directly, and before arriving at the outlet-pipe of the retort, as heretofore, 
are made to traverse backward and forward, or over, or by the lengthened 
heated interior passage of the retort, and thereby to be more perfectly 
decomposed, and, at the same time, to deposit inside the retort, in a dry 
and useful form, so as to be easily withdrawn at the mouth of the retort, 
a very rich carbon or lampblack, with which the gas and vapour are over- 
charged, and which carbon or black has hitherto caused an obstruction in 
the pipes by being allowed to escape into them with the gas in an imper- 
fectly decomposed state. 
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For places such as in ships, lighthouses, mines, and all confined places, 
where even a small space is important, and a large apparatus inadmissible, 
the retort may be made with a vertical or horizontal division, the thickness 
of which division at the middle part thereof, should be half an inch and 
increased progressively three inches more or less at the side. The parti- 
cular advantage and necessity of the increase in the substance of the divi- 
sion is, that it may act as a conductor of the necessary degree of heat to 
the middle thereof, in order to properly decompose the vapour of the oil, 
coal, resin, grease, tar, or other bituminous substances, so as to produce 
the greatest quantity and a better quality of gas and carbon or lampblack 


same may be allowed to enter in a fluid state into the largest part of the 
retort through a syphon pipe attached thereto; and, when coals are to be 
used, they may be entered at the mouth of the larger compartment, The 
retort may be of any desired size, and may be set and heated externally 
in the ordinary way. The carbon or lampblack may be withdrawn at 
the mouth of the retort and dropped into water while it is hot, in order to 
cleanse the said carbon or black, after which it may be dried for use. 

In order to render the gas or vapour thus generated as cool, clear, and 

pure as may be required, it is allowed to pass from the retort and to dip 
into and near the bottom of a vessel containing oil or tar or other fluid, 
beneath the surface of which fluid the gas and vapour are made to dip 
and to separate, after which the gas rises to the top and enters a chamber 
by a pipe fixed in the top of the cooling vessel. The second chamber, in 
order to save weight and bulk of apparatus for use in ships, lighthouses, 
and other confined places, is fitted above or on the top of the cooling 
vessel, and is filled with wool or hair, or other fibrous or filamentous sub- 
stance, through which the gas is made to pass and clear itself before it 
enters a third chamber, which, to economize space, is fitted upon or above 
the second chamber in a similar manner to the first and second chambers 
or vessels, The third chamber is to contain lime or other suitable purify- 
ing materials, through which the gas is made to pass before it is conducted 
away or fit for use. A syphon is attached to the first or lower cooling 
vessel to preserve the right level of liquor, and to act also as a safety from 
the too great pressure of gas. 
To render the gas applicable for lighting ships, lighthouses, mines, and 
other places where space for gasometers cannot be conveniently allowed, 
the gas is forced by pumps or otherwise to a pressure of several atmo- 
spheres into suitable metal vessels of considerable size, and, especially for 
mines, powder magazines, or other dangerous places, the flame of the gas 
is caused to be surrounded by and entirely closed within a fine wire gauze 
covering of an oval and elongated construction, to suit the gas flame of 
this safety lamp. Upon and under the bottom of the said gauze covering 
is fixed a stud or screw cap, which is made to cover and protect the stop- 
cock from being tampered with, or the said gauze covering from being 
taken off when used in the presence of fire-damp or dangerous elements. 
To obtain a better combustion, greater light, and steadiness against gusts 
of wind acting on the flame of the gas when used in lighthouses, ships, or 
other places, a gas-pipe is used, on which is mounted a glass or metal cup, 
and which is perforated by a number of fine holes, above which cup is 
fixed a very finely drilled argand or other burner.. This burner is sur- 
mounted by a platinum or other deflecting disc, placed in the centre, to 
conduct or drive the air into contact with the interior of the flame around 
the circumference of the perforated cup; and atits top a gallery is arranged 
to carry a chimney glass, which is curved to suit the flame from the gal- 
lery to the upper exterior of the circumference of the burner. Aninverted 
glass or metallic cup is also employed, the upper interior circumference of 
which is bent or inflected inwards to a sufficiently sharp angle or curve, 
say a quarter of an inch, so as to force the air into contact with the exte- 
rior part of the gas flame, both by way of the inside and outside of the 
inverted cup. The whole of the perforated cup, the gallery, the inverted 
cup, and the burner and chimney, are surrounded by or enclosed within 
abottomless glass basin or pan of about 54 inches wide, extending to 
about 4 inches above the gallery and resting upon a perforated glass plate 
or bracket, having a shoulder to secure the position of the glass pan 
which surrounds the gas flame, and which bracket is attached to the stem 
or pipe on which the burner is fixed. A disc of stamped or perforated 
wire gauze is fitted to the top of the chimney-glass to assist the regulation 
of the air draft to the gas flame. To prevent the necessity of frequently 
turning the stop-cock upon a reduction or alteration of the pressure of the 
gas in the containing vessel, and to regulate and equalize the flow of the 
gas to the burner of the safety lamp, or for other purposes, a box or cham- 
ber is employed, having its top somewhat loosely covered with a flexible 
covering of leather or indiarubber. ‘To one side or the end of the flexible 
cover is attached the end or extremity of a curved or bent bar, to whtich 
bar is affixed, at the outer end, a weight as a counterpoise for the pressure 
of the gas, and near the inner end of the bar which is attached to the 
inlet-pipe is affixed a stud or cap, having a concave end to cover the 
|inlet-hole, which is of smaller dimension than the concave cap or stud. 
| The inlet-hole enters the chamber at the side by a sharp angle from a 
pipe leading from the lower part of the chamber. The outlet is on the 
side near to where the flexible cover is attached to the upper part of the 
chamber. The whole of the lower part of the chamber is neatly formed 
of metal, and the upper part and flexible cover are protected by a well- 
fitted lid. From its action it will be seen that the gas, on entering the 
chamber, raises the flexible cover, and with it the end of the curved or 
bent bar and also the concave cap or stud attached, which is thus 
pressed against and over the inlet-hole, according to the extent of pressure 
the gas may exert upon the flexible cover, which pressure is regulated 
| according to the amount of gas passing through the outer passage. 


1268.—MicuarL Henny, of 84, Fleet Street, London, patent agent, for 
“An improved mode of suspending gas lights”’ A communication. 
Patent dated May 22, 1860. 
The disadvantage of the known mode of suspending gas lights by a rigid 
and unyielding pipe or connexion is this, that if the apparatus be inad- 
vertently hung out of the perpendicular, it will retain an inclined and 
improper position ; and, as it would tend by its own weight to return to 
the vertical, the accuracy of the fitting would be impaired and perhaps 
eventually destroyed; and also if it should receive an accidental shake or 
blow, the whole arrangement will be disturbed, and the required tightness 











of fitting injured. The object of the present invention is to suspend gas 
lights in such a manner that they may right themselves, in the event of 
their being hung or thrown out of the vertical. To carry this object into 
effect, instead of having a rigid connecting supply-pipe, the means employed 
consist in the following mode: that is to say, the gas supply-pipe is con- 
structed and arranged in two or more parts, having an intervening space 


| between them, and connected by a chain or chains, or by jointed, hinged, 


from the materials employed. When using oil, resin, grease, or tar, the | 








or articulated rods or links, or such like self-adjusting agents of attach- 
ment or suspension ; or, what is the same thing, the pipe of the gaselier or 


| suspended burner is connected by a chain, chains, articulated rods, or 


equivalent agents, to a fixed pipe, but with a space or interval left between 
the pipes. The space or interval so left is covered or enclosed by a tabu- 
lar piece of gutta-percha, vulcanized indiarubber, leather, or other similar 
or equivalent material, forming a connexion, and continuing the passage 
between the parts or pipes, the arrangement being such that a passage is 
provided for the gas to reach the burners; but yet if the lower part of 
the apparatus, or that on which are the burners or lights, were to be 
thrown out of the vertical by being inaccurately hung or accidentally 
struck, shaken, or disturbed, it will at once right itself and recover or. 
assume its proper position. 

The claim is for the mode of suspending gas lights hereinbefore 
described, according to which a gas supply-pipe is arranged or constructed 
in two or more parts or tubular portions, having a space or interval 
between them, and connected by achain or chains, articulated rods, or 
equivalent attaching or suspending agents; and also by a tubular piece of 
vulcanized caoutchouc, gutta-percha, leather, or similar equivalent mate- 
rial, which encloses the said space or interval, and affords a continuous 
passage for the gas to. reach the burners or lights substantially as described. 


1287.—Rosert Catvert CLAPHAM, of Walker, Northumberland, analyti- 
cal chemist, and Ricuarp Cart, of Gateshead, Durham, chemical manu- 
facturer, for “‘ Improved deodorizing agents.” Patent dated, May 24, 
1860. 
The object of this invention, is to produce agents capable of disinfecting 
the odours from sewers, cesspools, stagnant waters, and other solutions, 
or substances containing, or giving off noxious fumes. For this purpose 
the waste, or residual manganese solutions, at present run from stills used 
in the manufacture of bleaching powder, or the generation of chlorine for 
other purposes, are taken and mixed with any of the metals or oxides of 
the metals, such as iron, manganese, zinc, or for this is substituted any of 
the earths, such as lime, magnesia, alumina, but the oxides of iron are 
preferred, such as hematite, iron ores. The mixing is effected in the fol- 
lowing manner. The magnanese solution may be first settled if required, 
and the clear solution then heated to the boiling point or thereabouts, 
with a jet of steam or otherwise, and portions of the above substances 
heated by degrees, till the solution is neutralized, or nearly so. This 
operation, it is proposed to conduct in a stone or earthenware vessel, upon 
which the acid solutions have little, or no action. The nearly neu- 
tralized liquors are then run into a reverboratory furnace, the bottom of 
which is made by preference dish shaped, and well and tightly built, with 
good bricks, and fire clay. The liquors are here evaporated nearly to 
dryness, and in this state are withdrawn from the furnace, where the 
mass easily solidifies, and it is fit to pack in casks. It then consists (in 
case oxide of iron has been used as a neutralizer) of nearly pure chloride 
of manganese, and chloride of iron with a little water in the proportion 
(when dry) of 65 per cent of the former, and 38 of the latter or there- 
abouts, but the patentees do not confine themselves to any exact quanti- 
tities. In some cases, it is preferred to run the acid solution at once into 
a furnace, and there add the substance before named, treating the same 
exactly as before stated, or the neutral solution may be sometimes con- 
veniently used without evaporation, or by partial evaporation in the fur- 
nace aforesaid. 
The claim is for the employment of chloride of manganese, as a deodo- 
rising agent, with or without the addition of other substances in the 
manner hereinbefore described. 


1301.—Epwarp Tuomas Hucuss, of 123, Chancery Lane, patent agent, 
for “ Improved methods of obtaining artificial light, and in the apparatus 
and burners connected therewith.’ A communication. Patent dated 

May 26, 1860. 

This invention relates to certain improved methods or arrangements for 
consuming hydrogen in combination with gas evolved from heated tur- 
pentine, ordinary pine oil, or other combustible fluids, so as to produce a 
superior light to that obtained from coal or cannel gas, and at a less ex- 
pense. The hydrogen gas is obtained by the decomposition of steam, or 
other well-known means, and is contained in suitable reservoirs or holders 
ready for use. 

In order to employ the hydrogen gas and cause its complete combus- 
tion, it is supplied by a pipe to the lower end of a tube, over the top of 
which is a ring connected to the tube by plates or wires. This first tube 
is surrounded by a second tube, leaving a space between them, into 
which is placed an ordinary cotton wick or mesh which can be made to 
move up or down as required by an air-tight screw or rack; the space 
between the tubes is closed at the bottom, and the two tubes are soldered 
together. The said tubes are passed through a reservoir, and the outer 
tube soldered, or otherwise tightly fixed to it. The reservoir is supplied 
through an opening wiih turpentine, ordinary pine oil, or other car- 
bonaceous matter, which circulates through one or more holes to the 
wick or mesh, by which the carbonaceous matter is absorbed, and after 
the absorption has taken place, a third tube is screwed or otherwise 
fastened to the top of the first tube. This third tube is terminated by the 
ordinary, or any other suitable, gas-burner. Ifthe hydrogen gas is now 
turned on so as to flow through the first named tube, and then ignited at 
the burner, the second and third tubes will become heated, and produce 
carburetted gas by the evaporation of the oil, or other carbonaceous 
matter, absorbed in the wick or mesh, which gas is incorporated wish the 
hydrogen gas, and flowing through the burner, feeds the flame, and pro- 
duces a light of much greater intensity than has hitherto been obtained 
from any carburetted hydrogen gas. r rue 

If an increared evaporation should be required, additional heat is given 
to the second and third tubes by connecting to the third tube a heater, 
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which is caused ‘to pass through the flame without diminishing its intensity. 
If there should ‘be too great an evaporation, it can be diminished by lower- 
ing the wick or mesh, and in general by raising or lowering the said wick 
or mesh, a proper proportion of carburetted gas can be supplied to the 
hydrogen gas, and thereby regulate the flame. 

The aforesaid apparatus is shut by the necessary taps or cocks, made of 
brass, or other suitable metal or material, and the soldered or screwed 
parts must be perfectly air-tight. In the application of this improved 
method of obtaining artificial light, round-hole or argand burners, or 
others of a suitable construction, may be employed, and the apparatus 
Teh. of any desired form or size, and adapted for any required number of 

ights. 

The claim is for the improved methods of obtaining artificial light by 
the combustion of hydrogen gas in combination with the gas evolved from 
heated turpentine, ordinary pine oil, or other combustible fluid, and also 
for the apparatus and burners connected therewith, as herein described. 


PROVISIONAL PROTECTION 
HAS BEEN GRANTED FOR THE UNDERMENTIONED INVENTIONS. 

‘2699.—Tnomas Wrictey, of Bridge Hall Mills, near Bury, Lancaster, 
paper manufacturer, for “‘ Improvements in apparatus for filtering water 
and other liquids.” Nov. 3, 1860. 

2703.—Joseru Mircuett, of Keighley, in the co. of York, iron-moulder 
for “ Improvements in the manufacture of cast-iron pipes, tubes, rollers, 
and similar work,’’ Novy. 3, 1860. 

2711.—James Wenster, of Birmingham, in the co. of Warwick, 
engineer, for “ Jinpr ts in obtaining gas (mainly oxygen) for im- | 
proving artificial light, and for other purposes, also for utilizing the pro- 
ducts resulting from its manufacture.’ Nov. 5, 1860, 

2733.—W 11114m Cooxe, of Charing Cross, London, C.E., for “ Improve- 
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ments in ventilating.” Nov. 7, 1860. 
2735,—Joun Crank, of the Metropolitan Light Company, 447, Strand, 
London, for ** Improvements in outside shop lights.” Nov. 7, 1860. 
2740.—RicHarp ARCHIBALD Brooman, of 166, Fleet Street, London, | 
for “ Improvements in liquid and fluid meters.’’ A communication. Noy. 
7, 1860. 


NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN OF INTENTION TO PROCEED 
WITH THE UNDERMENTIONED INVENTIONS. 


1694.—ANDREW STRATHERN, ANDREW SrTRATHERN the younger, and 
ALLAN SrTRATHERN, of Glasgow, N.B., brass-founders, for ‘ Jn- 
provements in stop-cocls or valves for regulating the flow of fluids.’ July 
13, 1860. 

1776.—Henry Green, of Bolton-le-Moors, in the co. of Lancaster, | 
gas engineer, for ‘* Improvements in charging and drawing the charge 
Srom gas retorts, and in the machinery employed in performing such operas | 
tions.” July 23, 1860. 

2574.—JoserPH Wapswortu, of Marper, in the co. of Chester, mechanic» 
and James Wapswort, of Salford, in the co. of Lancaster, for ‘ Im- 
provements in gas-burners, and improved modes of manufacturing the | 
same.” Oct, 22, 1860. 





Parltamentary intelligence. 





NOTICES GIVEN FOR PRIVATE BILLS , 
RELATING TO THE SUPPLY OF GAS AND WATER. 


Works. (Incorporation of company; construction of works; supply of 
gas and water to the inhabitants of Atherton, Bedford Leigh, and Tyldes- | 
ley and other places in the county of Lancaster; power to purchase or 
lease the undertakings of the Atherton Gas Company, the Leigh Gas 
Company, and the Tyldesley Gas and Coke Company, or some or one of 
them, or to amalgamate with those companies, or some or one of them; 
power to enable such companies to subscribe; power to raise capital, &c.; 
to enter into contracts, &c.) 

Barnstey Loca Boarp or HeAttu. (Improved water supply; powers 
to local board of health to construct reservoirs, and conduits, and other 
works; abandonment and sale of existing water-works; power to levy 
water-rates and rents, and other rates, and to alter existing rates or rents, 
and to raise money; power to supply water out of the district, and in 
townships, parishes, and places on the line of or near the proposed con- | 
duits; amendment of Acts, and other purposes.) 

BiackBuRN WATER-Woxrks. (New works; extension of limits; provisions 
as to capital; repeal and amendment of Acts.) 

Boiron Corporation. (Gas-works; construction of works; purchase of 
works of the Bolton Gas Company, and transfer of their powers to the 
corporation; widening of streets.) 

BurtTon-upon-TrENT WATER-WorkS. (Incorporation of company; con- 
struction of works; supply of water to the town of Burton-upon-Trent 
and other places; powers to sell or lease undertaking; powers to make | 
contracts and arrangements with the South Staffordshire Water-Works | 
Company, and also with the commissioners acting under the Town of | 
Burton-upon-Trent Act, 1853; amendment of Acts.) 

CuirHeror Gas. (Incorporation of company; pnrchase of lands; exten- | 
sion of works; supply of gas; adjustment and increase of present capital; | 
borrowing powers, and other purposes.) 

| 


Coin River Water-Works Company. (Extension of limits for supply; | 
increase of capital; amendment of Acts.) | 

DarunctTon Locat BoArp oF HEAttH. (Powers to supply gas and 
water to adjoining townships of Cockerton. Blackwell, Whessor, and 
Haughton-le-Skerne; to purchase additional land for water-works.) 

Dover ConsumERS GASLIGHT AND CoKE Company, Limirep. (Incor- 
poration of company; ‘construction of gas-works: supply of gas; pur- 








chase of existing gas-works; contracts and agreements with public 
bodies; creation of rates and charges; amendment of Acts.) 


| Sourn Essex Water-Works. 
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ExLtanp GaAs. (Incorporation of company; vesting and continuance of 
gas-works; powers to increase and regulate capital; sell or lease gas- 
works; receive gas rents, rates, or duties ) | 

Granp Juncrion Water-Works Comrany. (Amendment of Acts; ex-| 
tension of limits for supply.) | 

HASLINGpEN Unton Gas-Works. (Incorporation of company; supply of || 
Haslingden with gas; amalgamation with existing gas company.) 1} 

Hotmrirtu [mrrovement. (Establishment of district; incorporation of | | 
commissioners; powers for general and sanitary improvement; purchase | | 
of Holmfirth Gaslight Works; supply of gas; power to raise money;| | 
power to levy rents and rates; amendment of Acts, and other purposes.) | | 

HuppersFIELD Gas-Works. (Dissolution and reincorporation of com- | | 
pany; limits of supply; regulation and increase of capital; taking of | 
land; sale of undertaking; amendment of Act, &c.) } 

ImprovEeD Srreer Transir Company. 1] 

Ise or Wicut WAtTer-Works. (Incorporation of company for supply- 
ing with water Sandown, Lake, Shanklin, Brading, Newchurch, Ryde. | 
and other places in the parishes of Brading, Sh 7 


Sy 





, : anklin, Newchurch, and | | 
places adjacent; improvement of Sandham Level; arrangement with com- | | 
missioners of sewers, and other purposes.) | 


Loxpon Tramway anp Desparcu Company. (Incorporation of com- || 


pany for establishing tubes and tramways under and along the streets of 
the metropolis, for the conveyance of parcels, letters, and messages, and | 
for facilitating omnibus and other traffic.) 

Luron WarTeR. (Incorporation of company for supplying Luton with! 
water; construction of works, and other purposes.) 

MAccLEsFIELD Gas (Repeal of Act; reincorporation of company; in | 
crease and alteration of capital; maintenance and improvement of exist- | 
ing works; construction of further works; purchase of lands; extension | 
of limits of supply; rates amendment of Acts.) 

MrippLeton Improvement. (Establishment of district; incorporation of 
commissioners; powers for general and sanitary improvement; purchase | 
of Middleton Gas-Works; supply of gas; power to raise money; power to | 
levy rents and rates; amendment of Acts, and other purposes. ) 

Neata WaTeER Suprty. (Incorporation of company; power to lay down | 





pipes; to levy rates; to authorize the sale or lease of the works to the 


corporation, &c.) 

NortHampron Water-Works. (Incorporation of company; continuance | 
of water-works; extension of limits of supply; contracts with public | 
bodies, &c.) 

PortseA Gas. (Powers to the Portsea Island Gaslight Company to amend | 
their Acts, increase their capital, and to borrow money for the purposes | 
of their undertaking.) 

Rype WareR. (Construction of water-works, and supply of water; amend- | 
ment of Acts, and other purposes.) 

(Incorporation of company; construction | 
of works, &c.) 

SouTHWARK AND VAUXHALL Water Company. (Amendment of Acts; 
extension of limits of supply; purchase of undertaking of Richmond | 
Water-Works Company; dissolution of that company, and amendment or 
repeal of their Act.) | 

SouTHWARK AND VAUXHALL WATER Company. (Amendment of Acts; | 
extension of limits for supply.) 

SowerBy BripcGe Gas Consumers Company, LiMIrep. (Incorporation | 
of company; construction of gas-works; supply of gas to Sowerby 
Bridge and neighbourhood; power to raise additional moneys; transfer | 
to the Local Board of Health. &c.) 

STAFFORDSHIRE Potrertes WaTrer-Works. (Extension of works; in- | 


crease of capital; removal of doubts as to discharge of water into the | ; 


river Churnet; repeal and amendment of Act.) 

Srocxrortr District Warer-Works. (Incorporation of company; con- 
struction of water-works; supply of water to the borough of Stockport, | 
in the counties of Chester and Lancaster; and the townships of Stockport, 
Bramhall, Bredbury, Brinnington, Disley, Marple, Norbury, Offerton, and 
Torkington, in the parish of Stockport: Cheadle Bulkeley, Cheadle Mose- 
ley, and Handforth-cum-Bosden, in the parish of Cheadle; and Lyme) 
Handley, Lyme, and Poynton, in the parish of Prestbury, in the county | 
of Chester; and the township of Heaton Norris and Reddish, in the parish 
of Manchester, in the county of Lancaster; power to purchase or rent | 
existing water-works; powers to owners of existing water-works to take | 
shares, &c., of intended company; power to raise capital, &c ; powers | 
enabling the Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincolnshire Railway Company to | 
sell their surplus water to the intended company, and to subscribe to the | 
undertaking, &c,; amendment of Acts.) | 

Swansza Gas. (Extension of limits for supply; provisions as to capital; | 
amendment of Act, &c.) 

ToncEe ImproveMENtT. (Establishment of district; incorporation of com- 
missioners; powers for general and sanitary improvement; purchase of | 
Middleton Gas-Works; supply of gas; power to raise money: power to! 
levy rents and rates; amendment of Acts, and other purposes.) 

Universan Lime-Ligut Company, Limirep. (Authorizing licenses and 
agreements to and with incorporated gas companies and others for the | 
manufacture and supply of the lime-light.) 

Uxsprince Gas. (Incorporation of existing Uxbridge and Hillingdon Gas | 
Consumers Company; extension of works; supply of gas to Uxbridge | 
and neighbouring and other places; limits of supply; power to break up 
streets, highways, thoroughfares, and other places; increase of capital; 
borrowing powers; annulling deed of settlement; purchase of works of, 
the Uxbridge Gas Company, or amalgamation therewith.) 

Vicror1a Docks GAs Company. (Powers to purchase additional lands 
~y* to “ta gas-works thereon; powers to apply capital, &c.; amendment 
of Act. 

WEsToN-sUPER-MARE GAs. (Amendment or repeal of Act; extension of 
limits; and increase of capital.) 

Wuitwortu Gas. (Incorporation of company; power to maintain and 
improve existing works; to supply gas; to break pp streets, and roads, 
and highways; and to charge rents.) 

Wican Gas, METER, AND Firtinc Company. (Incorporation of com- 
pany; construction of gas-works; supply of gas: contracts and agree- 
ments with public bodies; purchase of existing gas-works; creation of 
rates and charges; amendment of Acts.) 

WoLtverHAmpTon New Warter-Works. (Powers to purchase the Wol- 
verhampton Water-Works; to authorize agreements with the South 
Staffordshire Water-Works Company and Bilston Commissioners; to 
borrow money, create new shares, &c.) 
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“egal Tutelliqence. 





COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH, WESTMINSTER. 
Fripay, Nov. 16. 
(Sittings in Banco.—Before Chief Justice CockBunn, and Justices Huu and 
BLACKBURN.) 
BLENKIRON AND ANOTHER ?. 
GREAT CENTRAL GAS CONSUMERS COMPANY; 
STURGEON AND ANOTHER ¥. THE SAME. 
. THE WOOD STREET FIRE. 

This was a demurrer to a declaration in each case. Mr. Hawxtns, Q.C., 
and Mr. Harpiner GirrarRD appeared for the plaintiffs; Mr. Lusu, Q.C., 
for the defendants, 

The declaration alleged that the defendants were engaged in supplying gas 
to the premises of Messrs. Morley, adjoining those occupied by the plaintiffs, 
and, whilst so doing, by reason of their negligence, an explosion tcok place, 
whereby plaintiff’s premises were set on fire, anda — of goods injured. 
Plaintitfs complained that, by reason of this accident, they had been ob- 
structed in their business, and had been deprived of great profits, and had 
been compelled to hire additional premises at great expense. The total da- 
mage done by the fire to Messrs. Morley’s premises and those adjoining, in- 
eluding the plaintiffs, amounted to about £40,000, and the question of law 
raised by this demurrer was, whether the company (assuming that the damage 
was caused by the negligence of their servants) were liable for the damage 
done to the premises adjoining those in which the fire originated. A coroner’s 
jury had returned a verdict of negligence against the company’s servants. 

Mr. Lusu, for the defendants, contended that there was no cause of action, 
the damage complained of being too remote ; that the plaintiffs did not con- 
nect the damage of which they complained sufficiently with the negligence 
ascribed to the defendants. He argued that, the moment the fire broke out 
on the premises of the Messrs. Morley, it became the duty of the owners of 
adjoining property to prevent the fire extending’ to them; and that if, 
through their negligence, their premises were also damaged, the gas company 
were not liable, as was shown in the case of Holden v. Liverpool New Gas 
Company. 

Justice Buacknurn: Was not that a case in which thieves had cut off the 
pipe, and stolen it ? 

Mr. Lusu said the facts were not so, but that the last tenant of the house 
which was damaged had given notice to the company that he should not re- 
quire any further supply, and one of their workmen, at his request, had re- 
moved a chandelier trom one of the rooms, leaving the end of the pipe properly 
secured. From some unexplained cause, however, an escape of gas took 
—_ -_ an explosion followed, by which the premises were considerably 

amaged, 

Justice BLACKBURN said that, though it was said the explosion took place 
) unexplained means, it was clear enough that the pipe had been cut by 
thieves, 

Mr. Lusu said the parties there were nonsuited on the ground that there 
was no negligence, and that the liability of parties in whose house a fire broke 
out was discussed at the trial. 

Justice Hitt said that, the law being so, that 2a man whose house acci- 
dentally took fire, and communicated it to his neighbours premises—even 
though the fire was caused by no negligence of his—was liable for the da- 
mages, the statute of Anne then came in to protect him; but the statute 
applied only to accidental fires, and not to those caused by negligence’ 

Mr. Lusi: Quite so. 

Justice BLAcKBURN: Would it make any difference in the negligence, sup- 
posing a fire originated in a hay-stack, by spontaneous combustion ? 

Mr. Lusu said the point of objection was this: Plaintiffs did not show that 
the fire to their house was the necessary or natural consequence of negligence 
on the part of the defendants. He contended it lay with the plaintiffs to prove 
that it was so, and that it was quite consistent with the plaintiffs declara- 
tion, that the owners of the house in which defendants were laying down the 
gas, by his own negligence suffered the fire to get ahead, so as to reach the 
premises of the plaintiffs, or that even the plaintiffs themselves, by their own 
negligence, permitted the house to be caught. 

Justice BLackBuRN : If the plaintiffs negligence contributed, it is ‘not 

uilty.”’ 
. Mr. Lusu said it would not be so, according to the declaration. 

Justice Hiri: Do you contend that, if there were other contributing 
causes to the damage, the action would not lie? 

Mr. Lusu said he did not go so far as that. What he contended was, that 
the damage was too remote unless it were the necessary consequence of a 
wrongful act; and that, if the damage complained of was caused by the neg- 
ligence or wrongful act of any third person intervening, the company were 
not liable for that negligence. The declaration was clear enough, so far as it 
went ; but what ought to have been alleged, he submitted, in order to charge 
the company with damage done to the plaintiffs premises, would have been, 
that the consequence of the explosion or ignition of Messrs. Morley’s premises, 
without any negligence on the part of the plaintiffs or the owners of the 
premises, was, that the fire which was carried there by the gas connected 
itself with the plaintifi’s house, and caused the damage to him. All that the 
plaintiffs really did say was—‘‘ Large quantities of the gas became ignited 
and exploded, and the messuages and premises contiguous and adjoining to the 
plaintiffs became and was set on fire, and broke out into flames.” They did 
not even say that the fire caused by the defendants was the fire which burnt 
their house. 

Justice BLAcKBURN: You could hardly say that is open to your general 
demurrer. 

Mr. Lusn contended that it was. Here was a party seeking for conse- 
quential damages, not immediately resulting from the act of the defendants, 
| but necessarily flowing from it. He (Mr. Lush) contended that it was in- 
cumbent on the plaintiffs to prove that. 

Justice Hitt said that, if the plaintiffs had said, “and by that fire and 
flame,”’ inserting thé word “that,” it would make an end of the objection. 

Mr. Lusu: It would require a great deal more proof than we are able at 
nisi prius to give. It is quite consistent with this, that the fire caused by 
the explosion of the gas was immediately put out. 

Jastice BLACKBURN: I think, Mr. Lush, when you come to wisi prius, if 
you put the case on that ground, and say, “ Upon this allegation they may 
prove a case of fire that took place a week after the explosion was put out,” 
y ay laugh at them, and I have no doubt you would be right. They 
wot d not start that point. 

ustice H1LL: Would you be contented if they put in, “ by the said fire 
and flames.” 

Mr. Lusufeaid that-~would; not heal all the objection. The plaintiffs did 
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not connect it; it was not sufficient. They might in strictness prove that 


the fire which was caused by the gas was put out altogether, and that after- 
— a fire originated from some other cause, and that the latter fire did the 
amage. 

Lord Chief Justice Cocksurn: That might be amended in a minute. 

Justice BLACKBURN said there would be some difficulty in contending that 
by the words, ‘‘ it broke into flames, and by fire and flame proceeding there- 
from,” if by that was meant the second fire—the declaration intended to 
signify fire and flames proceeding from the first. 

Mr. Lusu said that that ‘fire and flames” there meant those which pro- 
ceeded from the messuage. 

Justice H1ux said the learned counsel was not giving eredit to the judge 
who tried the case for rightly directing the jury. 

Mr. Lusx said he was anxious to have everything alleged which the 
plaintiffs were bound to prove. 

Mr. Hawkins offered to insert the words. 

Lord Chief Justice CocksuRN suggested that the plaintiffs‘would amend 
the declaration by inserting the words “‘ from such house.” The learned 
counsel might go to chambers, and complain that the declaration was obscure. 

Mr. Lusk contended that the declaration was not obscure, but that it was 
defective as not connecting the damage. 

Justice H1xu said he thought the declaration was not defective in that 
particular. 

Mr. Lusu submitted that, even if his lordship’s view were the correct one, 
the objection would hold. This is too remote, unless you show that was the 
natural consequence of the first ignition. 

Lord Chief Justice Cocknurn: But is it not natural, if you set house No. 
1 on fire, and the fire so rapidly that you cannot put it out, that house 
No. 2 will be consumed ? 

Mr. Lvs admitted that would be so, but contended that the plaintiffs did 
not so put it. It was quite consistent with the declaration that the plaintiffs 
or owners of the premises were themselves guilty of negligence. 

Justice H1~L; Suppose you commit an assault on a man, and break his 
leg; he employs a surgeon, who does not use the best possible means—you 
could not then say you were not liable for damages ? 

Lord Chief Justice CocknurRN: To put a still stronger case. You knock 
down A; you do not intend to knock down B, but A in falling does so, and 
B is injured—can you say to B, when he complains of your act, that if A had 
taken a little more pains when you first struck to keep upright, he would not 
have been knocked down? 

Justice BLacknurN: Or if he bad parried the blow? 

Mr. Lusu: No; but that would have been the immediate result of my 
wrongful act. 

Lord Chief Justice Cocknurn: Then, why is not this? Can you say to 
the immediate sufferer, supposing you set one side of a house on fire, that 
something might have happened to prevent it catehing to the whole? And 
can you say so to the next sufferer? Suppose the immediate sufferer to be a 
careless sort of man, and say, ‘‘I don’t care about its being burnt down, I 
am well insured.’ He is not responsible to the next man, because he is not 
the cause of the accident. 

Mr. LusH apprehended that he was, in accordance with the case he had 
quoted from the 3rd Common Bench. 

Justice BLackEURN said he thought that, in all cases of tort feasance, it 
was a good general rule that, if a main wrong caused an action, it was no 
answer to say, ‘‘ Another man is wrong also.” 

Mr. Lusx said he did not put the case on that ground. The plaintiffs 
should show that they were not the parties immediately liable, and should so 
connect the defendants with the damage as to show that their wrongful .act 
was the proximate cause of it. If the damage was caused by the breach of 
duty of some intermediate person, it did not flow from the plaintiffs wrong- 
ful act; it was too remote. 

Lord Chief Justice Cocknurn: ‘Not guilty” will suffice for that. 

Mr. Lusu thought not. The plea of “not guilty” would not put in issue 
any allegation connecting the damage with the wrongful act of the defend- 
ante; for such allegation there was not. 

Justice BuackBURN: What sort of an allegation would you put in; Iam 
not able to appreciate the objection. 

Mr. Lus#: Without any default on his part, or on the part of the owner 
of the messuage which first caught fire. 

Justice ,BLACKBURN asked for an authority for holding that in such an 
action it required an affirmative averment. 

Mr. Lvsu said that would depend upon whether he was the person imme- 
diately injured, or onlyremotely. If the latter, he was bound to connect the 
injury with the defendants wrongful act. He put it on the principle laid 
down in Vicars and Wileocks, which was illustrated in the note in “II. 
Smith’s Leading Cases,’ page 423, That was a well-known case in an 
action for slander—slandering a apes sem The journeyman’s master 
wrongfully discharged him, broke the contract, and held that that was not 
special damage. 

Lord Chief Justice CockBuRN inquired-what authority there was for say- 
ing that if a fire broke out by default of A in house No. 1, and, the owner or 
occupier being remiss in his endeavours to extinguish it, the fire should 
communicate to house No. 2, that the owner of house No. 2 would have an 
action against the owner or occupier of house No. 1, for not having done his 
best to counteract the effects of another man’s negligence? 

Mr. Lusu said he deduced it from older’authorities, which showed what 
the common law liability was, and gave the authority since the statute 
of Anne. 

Lord Chief Justice CockBURN inquired for the authorities, and also whether 
it lay in the mouth of a wrong doer, by whose default the fire broke out in 
house No. 1, to say, in answer to an action by the man who had sustained 
damage by the burning of house No. 2—‘‘ True I was the original cause of 
the fire, but if somebody else had done something, which he has not done— 
that being a person over whom I have no control—if he had done some- 
thing, which he has not done, the consequences would not have been so 
injurious as they have been; therefore I am not responsible ?”’ 

Mr. Lus# apprehended that it did lie in the mouth of every wrong doer 
to say, ** Your damage is not the consequence of my act.” 

Lord Chief Justice CockBURN said that it was the natural and necessary 
consequence of his wrongful act, unless somebody else did something which 
he either might or might not do. . 

Mr. Lusu: But if the something which that intervening person did not 
not do was something which the law required him to do? 

Lord Chief Justice CockBuRN inquired if that was the case ? 

Justice Hitz: Does the common law go further'than the rule that a 
man must guard his own fire which he lights in his house for domestic ea 
poses, and his servants must guard? But if his house was set on fire wilfully 
or negligently, by a third person, not being one of his own establishment, so 
that the fire is not his, what liability would he be ander ifhe didnot do his 
best to put it out ? 
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Mr. Lusu apprehended it did, and it was impossible to satisfy the terms of 
the rule laid down by the common law liability. 

Justice Hitt: Where is the common law liability ? 

Mr. Lush said he had sent for the book. He took it as this, that every 
person was liable whose house was on fire, if that fire communicated itself to 
the adjoining house. 

Lord ‘Chief Justice Cocksurn : If it was his fire ? 

Mr. Lusu said it was his fire where it got to his house. He did not think 
their lordships would ever find it confined to that. 

Lord Chief Justice Cocknurn: No, no; you mean the fire which breaks 
out in his house referable to his negligence. 

Justice BLACKBURN thought the old law had been—he was speaking from 
a very imperfect recollection of it—that the occupier of a house was by the 
custom of England absolutely bound to see that that house, so far as his 
neighbours were concerned, did not catch fire at all; and that that old law, 
being found to be very harsh, was repealed by statute. He was not aware, 
when the law repealed that obligation, whether they cast upon him any obli- 
gation to put it out. 

Lord Chief Justice Cocknurn : Would that principle apply to the case of 
a house set on fire by lightning? 

Mr. Lush said that might stand on a very different footing. 

Lord Chief Justice CocknuRN thought not; that was a fire from without, 
ond not from within. 

Mr. Lusu: No, my lord ; not fire from without. 

Lord Chief Justice CockBuRN said it was fire from without in one sense, 
but it was the gas which those people supplied. 
| Mr. Lusx said it was the gas-pipe in the house which exploded, and the 
| | fire originated in the house. 
|| Lord Chief Justice CockpuRN: The fault is from without, like lightning. 














|| A _ of lightning would come down aud pass through the house and set it 
| on fire, 
| | Mr. Lusw said the act of God might put it on a different footing. This was 
|, @ fire caused by the negligence of some person in the occupation of the house 
| | whom the occupier of that house had permitted to be there. According to 
se gaa law doctrine, the owner of that house would be responsible for 
that fire. 
i” Lord Chief Justice Cocknunn: Has he permitted any person to be in the 
| house? 

Mr. Lusu said, the owner of the house employed the company to lay down 
pipes ; the gas-pipes laid down in that house caused the fire. 

a a HI11 read the form of the old Act, ‘*Case on the Custom of the 
| ealim, 

Mr. Lusu called their lordships attention to a case cited in “*3 Common” 
| Bench Reports, Beaulieu v. Finglam, where there was a quotation from the 
|| Year Book of Henry IV., cited in the considered judgment of the court, 
| laying down the rule of common law. It was an action against the defendant 
|| for so negligently keeping his fire, that the plaintiff's house and his goods 
| therein were burned. The Chief Justice there said that the defendant should 
answer to his neighbour, if anyoue entering into his house with his know- 
ledge, did anything with a candle, or other thing, by which the house of his 
neighbour was burnt. According to that, the owner of the next house 
brought the gas companies there to lay down gas-pipes in his house, and in 
laying down those gas-pipes they were guilty of negligence, by which the gas 
exploded. The workmen were, therefore,’ brought into the house by his 
leave. The court went on to say, if a man out of the defendant’s house 
against his will put fire into his house so that it was burned, and his neigh- 
bour’s house also, he (the defendant) would not be bound for the damage, 
for it could not be said to be any wrong doing on his part, but it was done 
against his will. Applying that to the case, here was a person brought into 
the intermediate house, who, by negligence, set it on fire. 

Lord Chief Justice Cocknurn: You mean to say, if I bring my action 
against the person, it would be no answer for him to say, “‘ Look to the owner 
of the house.” 

Mr. Lusu: An action against whom ? 

Lord Chief Justice CockBuRN : Against the person actually causing the fire. 

Mr. Lusu said the damage was not proximate—it was too remote. It was 
| —_ of the party in whose house the fire broke out to extinguish it if 

e could, 

Lord Chief Justice CocknuRN said the way in which he would meet it was 
this: Suppose a fire broke out in the house of A, by the negligence of his 
servant, which consumed the house of B. B sought compensation for the 
injury he had sustained from the burning of his house. It might be that A 
was insolvent, and had a servant who had saved money. and was capable of 
paying the damage, and the owner of house No. 2 brought an action against 
the servant. The negligence being that of the servant, he would be re- 
|| sponsible as well as his master; and, in the event of the action, would it be 
in his mouth to say—“ The fire .broke out in my master’s house, and my 
master is guilty for not doing his best to put it out” 

Mr. Lusu apprehended that it would. He contended that, in order to con- 
|| nect the damage with the wrong, you must show, step by step, that one was 
the natural consequence of the other. 

Lord Chief Justice Cocknurn: Well, but is itso? If my servant sets my 
|| house on fire, and your’s is the next house, unless something is done to put 
| it out, your house will be burned. 

















|| Mr, Lvsu said that undoubtedly, in that sense, if it was not stopped it | 


|| Would goon. What he meant was, the damage which must necessarily be 
|| supposed to result without the wrongful act of any person intervening. 

| Justice Hitt: Do you call negligence a wrongful act? 

| Mr. Lusu submitted that it was. 
i| Lord Chief Justice Cockburn said he did not take it as the negligence of 
| | the master of the first house in not putting out the fire, which was the ground- 


|| Work of the action; it was the negligence in letting the fire be there at all. 


‘before it reached his neighbours. 
| him, to prevent the fire in his house reaching to his neighbours. 

Lord Chief Justice CocKBURN said he would be responsible at common law 
if he did not take means to stop that fire communicating to his neighbour; 
but although he was responsible, was not the servant, from whose negligence 
the fire sprang, responsible also ? 

Mr. Lusu said that was the question. He submitted not; and it was put 
on higher ground than mere duty between neighbour and neighbour. 

Justice BLACKBURN said: If a man does.a wrongful act, from which a 
consequence flowed, surely he was responsible for it, unless the man could 
show that, but jor the negligence of a third party, for which that third party 
might or might not be answerable, the evil consequence which was occasioned 
by the act would not have followed. Taking, for instance, the case that a man 
struck another a blow, and but for the negligence of the surgeon, who did not 
take proper steps to cure that wound, the man would not have died, so that 
he.dies in consequence of the wound; surely the man who struck the blow 
was liable for manslaughter’? 











| begligence ? 


||}. Mr. Lusu said he would be liable to no action at all, if he had put it out | 
It was a duty which the law cast upon | 





Mr. Lusx said that case supposed that the injury was received direct from | 
the wrongdoer, and b aggravated. 
Justice BLACKBURN said that in this case the fire followed as the direct | | 
consequence from the previous fire, and all they were saying was that per- | 
chance there might be somebody who had a duty to put the fire out, which 
~~ he neglected. 
Mr, 








. LusH: It is not perchance, I take it. | 
Justice BLACKBURN said he understood that he put it that it was the duty | 
of the person in whose house the fire broke out to put it out. 

Mr. Lusu: Just so. He wished to establish that it was the duty of the|/ 
owner of the house in which the fire first broke out, to put it out, or to use || 
all reasonable means of putting it out. Establishing that, he submitted | | 
that he had established the next proposition—that the present plaintiff, the 
owner of the adjoining house, could not say that his loss was proximate to/ 
the defendant’s negligence because it was caused by the negligent act of an | 
intervening person. What he submitted upon the statute of Anne was that || 
at common law he might take it for granted that the owner of the interme- | 
diate house would have been liable to the plaintiff for this fire, because it |} 
was a fire which originated in his house by a person whom he brought there. | 
The only effect of the statute of Anne was to say that he should not be liable | 
for accidental fires. Now if it was the duty of a person to put it out, and |! 
he apprehended that it was not a duty between him and his neighbour, but || 
a public duty, because the consequences of a fire might be more than any || 
person could estimate ; and it was the duty of every man to endeavour to put 
out a fire in his own house, because it might communicate to a whole neigh- 
bourhood, and burn a whole city; hence, upon those grounds, a person 
would be justified in pulling down the next house in order to prevent the 
fire spreading. 

Lord Chief Justice CocknuRN: Suppose they had added in the deelara- 
tion *‘ that this fire having so originated in the first house could not be put 
out before it communicated to the second ?” 

Mr. Lusu said that they would then have supplied that which he saw was 
now defective. They would have shown that the loss was the necessary conse- 
quence of the wrongful act, which he submitted they did not at present 
chow, unless they used language to exclude the negligence of the intervening 
party. If he was right, it might become a very serious question at nist prius. 

Lord Chief Justice CocknuRN said when such a question did arise, it was 
desirable in some way or other that the lega! effect should be raised upon the 
record. 

Mr. Lusm said they would have it raised; whereas, as it stood now, they 
would recover a verdict without any evidence of the kind. | 

Lord Chief Justice CockBuRN said there was nothing to prevent them | 
raising it by a plea. 

Mr. Lusu said it was a defect in the declaration. The defence pleaded 
“not guilty” to the declaration. | 

Justice BLACKBURN eaid be did not remember in the days when one was | | 
obliged to piead strictly in a special demurrer alleging negligence and || 
damage subsequent, because there was not in it an averment that there was | 
any other person who might contribute to the act. 

Mr. Lusi said that must depend upon circumstances. 

Justice BLACKBURN said there was a case extremely close to that “* Vaughan 
and Mendlone,”’ where a stack of bad. hay took fire. That wasin the Com- 
mon Pleas, and there were first-rate counsel engaged in it. 

Lord Chief Justice CocksuRN said the haystack was at the very end of 
the man’s premises, and the moment it ignited it communicated to the other | | 
man’s. | 
Justice BLackaern : Still other people might have put it out. | 

| 




















Mr. Lvsu submitted that there was a common law duty upon the owner of 
the house first taking fire—to put it out if he could. Their lordships would 
see that it was very different whether he hed it on the “not guilty ’’ or on 
the plea. He was entitled to throw the whole burthen of proof upon them, 
and it was essential to that course of action to exclude negligence of the in- | 
tervening party. | 

Lord Chief Justice CocksuRN: Who is on the other side ? 

Mr. Lusu: Mr. Hawkins. } 

Lord Chief Justice CocknuRN said he did not know how the facts were. | 
If the objection could be cured (addressing Mr. Hawkins) as to matter of} 
fact, it would be better to do.so than to have a judgment in his favour, and 
have that taken to Error, in case, eventually, it was found that the judgment 
was wrong, Possibly they might not have any hesitation in deciding—or, 
at all events, might come to the conclusion that a wrong doer, for whose | | 
wrongful act damage and injury had accrued to another, could not defend 1] 
himself by saying that, by the intervention of some third party, the injury | 
which had resulted might have been prevented. But, as that involved a very | 
important question of law, if the facts of the case did not urgently require | | 
that you should take your stand upon the leading proposition, if the facts || 
happened to be that this fire could not have been prevented from destroying | | 
the house of the plaintiffs,even if the greatest possible diligence had been || 
exercised by the owner of the first house in endeavouring to put it out, it |) 
would be better, in some way or other, to have it put in the record before it | 
goes any further. | 

Mr. Lvsu said that he put it, not only as a non-iutervention, but that this | 
non-intervention was a breach of public duty. Ie was bound to put it out 
if he could. 

Justice Hitt: Do you say the Fire Brigade were guilty of improper 





| 
| 
| 
| 








Mr. Lusn said there was no duty on their part towards the owner of the! 
house. He was speaking of duty which the law custs upon the owner of the 
house in which the fire originated—not on a third person. I say, that person | 
owes a duty to the public to put out the fire in his house, to prevent its) 
spreading. | 

Lord Chief Justice CockBuRN: The fireman’s duty is to do his best to|| 
put the fire out ; but suppose he could not ? | 

Mr. Lusu said he was to do bis best, but he did not mean to cast that duty 
upon anybody else. He submitted that it was the duty of the owner of 
the house in which the fire broke out to do what he could to put it out. 

Lord Chief Justice Cockpurn: It may be, in this case, the owner of the | 
house omitted it. 

Mr. Hawxins said the whole of the property was destroyed in the course | 
of one hour—£50,000 worth of property was destroyed. } 

Justice Ht: Why cannot you put in a plea? {| 

Mr. Lvusu said he could not, because, if it was a necessary part of their | 
case, then be required them to put it in proof, } 

Justice BLACKBURN said that was why he was exceedingly loath to en-;} 
courage Mr. Hawkins to amend the declaration, unless it should be thought |! 
in that case it was necessary to put in the averment in the decluration, which } 
he owned, as at present advised, he could see no reason for, for as yet they || 
had produced no authority or case in which it had been done. 

Lord Chief Justice CockBuRN said he was quite prepared to go the length | 
of holding the declaration to be good, but he did not want to put Mr. Haw- | i 

_— ’ 
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kins into the position of having to take his stand on the proposition of law 
which Mr. Lush seemed to think questionable, if the facts of the case would 
enable Mr. Hawkins to meet the objection. ’ 

Mr. Hawkuss said that, after his lordsbip’s kind suggestion, he would like 
to apply to their lordships to add an account, setting forth the facts fully as 
Mr. Lush suggested—the facts either way. 

Lord Chief Justice CocknurNn: It would be better. 

Mr. Hawkins said the question would be raised either way. 
they might possibly be involved in some legal difficulty. 

} Mr. Lusu said that, as he was informed, the facts were very different from 
'| what his friend had stated. I’rom what he was informed, a very serious 
‘| question would arise at 2/si yrius whether that fire could not be put out. _ 
| Justice Buacksunn: You had better put a plea, which will raise it dis- 
}| tinetly. 
j|. Mr. Lusu said that, if he was right, it was part of their case to prove. If 
‘it was true, they must show that the damage was the natural and necessary 
|, consequence of the Act complained of, proximate in this sense without the 
_ wrongful act of anybody else. If he was right in that, then certainly the 
| allegations there did not connect it, because they merely said the defendants 
|| set fire to the adjoining house, and the fire and flames from that house set 
fire to the plaintiffs. 
Justice Hint said, his notion was, that the words “ by reason of the negli- 
| gence, carelessness, improper conduct, and default of the defendants,” would 
!| govern the whole of the following allegation, and that they must show and 
|! prove at the trial a connexion between the damages that had occurred to the 
plaintiffs and the defendants negligence, without any further words of any 
kind, 








Otherwise 
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.| Mr. Lusu: “By reason of the negligence of the defendants” preceded | 


|| the words speaking of the explosion of the gas. 

|; Justice Hiri: They apply to the whole. es : 
,| Mr. Lusn said, in a sense, all the consequences of the fire originated in 
' the negligence of the defendants. He submitted that if the effects of the 
|) fire might have been stopped by any intervening person performing his duty, 
|| then the damage to the plaintiffs was not the proximate consequence of the 
'| defendants act. 

| Lord Chief Justice CocksuRN said he would suppose A driving B in B’s 
| carriage, and by the negligence of A the horse run away, and did injury toa 
|| third person, While the horse was running away, they might assume that 
}|B, by the exercise of activity and presence of mind, might have possibly 
'! stopped the horse. They would say A was not responsible, though it was by 
|| his negligence the horse ran away, because B might have stopped it. 

| Mr. Lusu: No. 

{| Lord Chief Justice Cocknurn : That is your case. 

‘| Mr, Lusu said his lordship had omitted the element which he had sought 
|, to introduce, that there was a duty cast upon the owner of the house in 
! which the fire originated to do his best to put it out—a legal duty; if he was 


} 
! 
} 


| guilty of a breach of that duty, he ventured to submit he broke the connexion 
‘| between the damage and the wrongful act. The two grounds he submitted 
i | were, that it did not show that the fire which reached the plaintiffs house was 
_| the fire caused by the explosion; and that it did not show that the fire was 

| the natural and proximate consequence of the negligence, because it did not 
show that the intervening party did that which he ventured to submit was a 
duty cast upon him by law. There was another view of it which I also ven- 
ture to submit—it was, that the negligence imputed here was a breach of the 
| contract with the owner of the intermediate house, and that for the breach 
of that contract with the owner of that house the other person cannot sue. 

Justice BLACKBURN : It is having possession of the property. That, again, 
Vaughan and Mendione decides. And that case shows also that, having 
possession of the gas in the place where it caught fire, dangerous negligence 
for keeping it so would be actionable. 

Lord Chief Justice CocknuRN: Suppose a builder, who was repairing my 
house, injured the next man’s house—may not the next man have recourse 
to an action against the builder? He is doing something in my house; he 
is doing it-negligently ; and by that negligence the next house is injured. 

Mr. Lusu said there was this distinction : would it be an act of mis-feasance 
; or non-feasance? If the latter, through the builder not performing his duty 
to his employer, he apprehended not. 

Lord Chief Justice CockBURN : I am speaking of the builder. 

Mr. Lusu thought it would depend upon the character of the negligence. 
| Suppose the builder put an iron pillar in the front, and the iren pillar 
turned out to be badly cast, and the front fell in, and thereby injured the 
adjoining house. That would be a non-feasance on the part of the builder 
—a non-performance of his contract; whereas, if he did any affirmative act 
of wrong, any person whom he injured would be entitled to an action. For 
merely not performing his contract, he would not be liable to an action. Sup- 
| pose a builder were employed to lay down a shop floor, and he put the joists 
|so insecurely that a customer fell through, the customercould not sue the 
builder. That would be like the guard sueing the maker of a coach, where 
| the driver of a mail coach brought an action against the man who contracted 
) with the post-office to build stage coaches. In that case, it was held that he 
could not maintain any action, although the immediate cause of the accident 
| was the defective axle of the coach. 
| Justice Hit: Suppose I employ a builder to take down a house in a street 
}and to rebuild it, and he takesit down so negligently that the next door falls, 
who is the next owner to sue ? 

Mr. Lusu: There would be a direct act of wrong in removing the support 
of the adjoining house. That would be a mis-feasance. 
| Justice Hitz: No; I distinctly put it on another ground. No right to 
‘support; only the negligent way of taking it down that has caused it. 

Mr. Lusn: That must consist in doing some act to the other house which 
| I cannot concede. 

Justice Hiri: And he is doing an act here. 

Mr. Lusu said the defendants were not making the gas-pipes secure. If 
| they had made the lead of the pipe so thin that it would not stand the pressure 
| of the gas, it would have been quite consistent with the declaration. That 
| would be no act of wrong towards another party, but a breach of contract 
| towards the owner of the house, with whom they contracted to lay down the 
gas-pipes. 

Justice H1Lu: The plaintiffs were doing an act of a dangerous character 
with negligence. 

Justice BLACKBURN said the duty of the defendants did not arise from the 
contract, but from the nature of the thing he was doing. 

Mr. Lusi said he had submitted the objection that occurred to him, and 
he now asked their lordships judgment. 

Lord Chief Justice CocKBuRN, without calling on counsel for the plaintiffs, 
said it apppeared to him unnecessary, at all events in that stage of the case, 
to decide the large question Mr. Lush had brought under consideration. As 
at present advised, he entertained a strong opinion that the man against whom 
an action was brought for an injury which flowed naturally from a wrongful 
act by him committed, could not be heard to say that, by the intervention or 
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act of some other party, the otherwise natural consequences of his wrongful | | 
act might have been prevented. But it did not appear to him at all neces- | 
sary to decide such a question in this case, because he thought any such de- | | 
fence, upon the facts of the case, or upon the proposition of law laid down by |! 
Mr. Lush, would be available under the plea of “not guilty.” If it turned 
out that, by reason of something which ought to have been done by some one || 
else, the injury was not one for which the defendants were responsible, that | | 
was neither more nor less than to say that the injury resulted from their | | 
negligence, plus the negligence of some one else. That would therefore be | | 
available under the plea of “not guilty.” If that view, either as to the facts | | 
or as to the law, could be maintained at misi prius, of course the judge at || 
nist prius would dispose of the question. At present, the court must take it | | 
that, even supposing the proposition of the learned counsel for the defendants 
to be correct, it was available as a defence upon the plea of * not guilty.” 
Justice Hii. was of the some opinion. Upon the reasonable and true con- 
sideration of the declaration, the words ‘by reason of the negligence, care- | 
lessness, and improper conduct and default of the defendants” applied to the 
whole statement of damage contained in the declaration, and the plea of ‘* not 
guilty ’’ would consequently put in issue whether the defendants were, by | 
their servants, guilty of such negligence, carelessness, and improper conduct | 
as to occasion the damage alleged. | | 
Justice BLACKBURN was of the same opinion. On the face of the declara- | 
tion, which was all the court had at present to deal with, the damage was | 
not alleged to be remote, but pleaded to be the direct consequence of the breach | 
of duty and negligence of the defendants. If that were not made out in proof, | 
the declaration would be disproved as a matter of course. He expressed no | 
opinion as to whether such a defence could be proved—that was quite another | 
matter; but if it could be shown to exist, or if such a defence could be shown | 
in point of law to be made out, it must be because it amounted to a negation | | 
of what appeared on the declaration, that the damage was the consequence of 
a breach of duty on the part of the defendants. 
Mr. Lusu: The other case of Sturgeon against the company follows this. 
Lord Chief Justice CockBuRN: Yes. 








COURT OF COMMON PLEAS. 
Monpay, Nov. 19. 


(Sittings in Banco.—Before Lord Chief Justice Erie, and Justices BYLEs | 
and KEATING.) 


STEARS Vv. THE SOUTH ESSEX GAS COMPANY. 


The declaration in this case was founded upon an agreement, dated the | 
28th of July, 1853, by which the defendants agreed to pay the plaintiff two 
sums of £9500 and £2000 for laying down gas-pipes. The plaintiff sued to 
enforce this agreement, and also to recover a number of sums advanced to 
the company upon certain terms. The defendants pleaded a great many 
pleas, and one set of them raised the equitable defence that the contracts 
were void under the Joint Stock Companies Act, the 7th and 8th Vic., ~~. 
110, sec. 29, which said that any such contract made with a director should 
not “have force’’ until it had been approved by the shareholders. The 
pleas alleged that the plaintiff was a director of the company, and that he 
voted and acted as a director in reference to the contracts in question. A 
second defence raised was that the company had entered into the agreement 
in reference to the pipes upon the terms that the plaintiff should guarantee 
to the shareholders a dividend of 6 per cent., and that he had failed to do 
this, The pleas raising these defences were demurred to. 


Mr. Tempe (with him Mr. Millward), for the plaintiff, submitted that | | 
the first set of pleas were no answer to the declaration, inasmuch as the sta- || 
tute did not say that a contract entered into as this had been should be void | | 
altogether. Further that the declaration alleged all that was necessary to 
put the contract in force, and that it was the duty of the oy to allege 
that it had not been approved by the shareholders. Beyond this it was the 
duty not of the plaintiff, but of the body of the directors, to have submitted 
the matter to the shareholders; and it was not equitable that the company 
should have the benefit of the plaintiff’s work without paying for it. As to 
the second set of pleas, it was argued that the agreement to guarantee 6 per 
cent. was not a “ condition precedent” to the agreement sued on, and could 
not be pleaded in answer to it. Another set of pleas alleged that the 
defendants had handed to the plaintiff certain sums of money and divers 
deeds, securities and shares, in satisfaction of his demand. The plaintiff to 
this replied that the deeds and securities were not valid ones, and one question 
was whether this replication was good. 

Mr. Serjeant Perersporrr and Mr. Ke.iy appeared for the defendants. 

The Court were of opinion that the contracts declared on were within the 
provisions of the 29th sec. of the 7th and 8th Vic., cap. 110. The meaning of | 
the statute was clear—that directors, being trustees, were bound, in making | 
contracts, to look to the interests of the company for whom*they acted; but, | 
if a director made a contract for himself, he had two conflicting interests— || 
one as trustee, and one on his own behalf; and the Legislature were of 
opinion that the private interest of the individual would prevail over his | | 
interest as trustee, and had, therefore, enacted that all contracts should be}! 
void which were made with a director, unless confirmed at a subsequent |! 
meeting of the shareholders, Judgment, therefore, on the pleas which set 
forth this answer to the contract must be for the defendants. But judgment 
must be for the plaintiff on the equitable replication, as it appeared to the 
court unreasonable to hold that a claim of £9000 was satisfied by handing 
over to the plaintiff bonds and securities which were worthless. 

Judgment accordingly. 














EXCHEQUER CHAMBER, WESTMINSTER. 
Saturpay, Dec, 1, 

(Sittings in Error.—Present Lord Chief Justice CocknuRn and Justices 
Wicutman, Witi1aMs, WILLEs, Hitt, BLacksuRN, and KEATING.) 
HIPKINS V. THE BIRMINGHAM 
AND STAFFORDSHIRE GASLIGHT COMPANY. 


This was an appeal from the judgment of the Court of Exchequer upon a 
special case, stated by order of Baron Bramwell for the opinion of the court, 
as to the liability of the defendants for injury caused to the — by reason 
of their suffering certain washings woh a see § in the manufacture of gas to 
flow into tie plaintiffs well, and the first count of his declaration alleged 
that before and at the time of the committing by the defendants of the 
grievances mentioned, the plaintiff was of a reservoir or place for 
water—that is to say, a wiieant of certain water contained therein, situate 
in the parish of West Bromwich, in the county of Stafford; and the defend- 
ants were the owners of certain gas-works in the h and county aforesaid 
and that they caused and suffered to be cee aah to flow into the sai 
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well a certain washing or thing produced in the making and supplying gas 
at and from the said -works of the defendants, whereby the water con- 
tained in the said well became and was fouled, corrupted, and rendered use- 
less, by reason whereof the defendants became liable to pay the plaintiff the 
sum of £200. The second count in the declaration charged the defendants 
with negligence at common law. The defendants pleaded several pleas, 
formally denying their guilt, and, after hearing arguments on both sides, the 
Court of Exchequer gave judgment for the plaintiff on the first count. As 
the case was fully reported in the Journal or Gas Licutina, of the 31st 
January last, the facts need not be here restated. . 
Mr. Scortanp and McNamara appeared for the plaintiff, and Sir Frrz- 
roy Ketty, Mr. WuHarety, Q.C., and Mr. Purpson for the defendants. 
Sir Firzroy KE.ty, on behalf of the appellants, contended that they had 
done everything that was possible to be done by them, and that the legis]a- 








|| ture could not have intended to inflict a penalty upon them, for an accident 


| arising out of the peculiar circumstances stated in the case. 
| Mr. Scortanp, submitted that the proviso of the Act of Parliament was 








| clear on the point, that the Legislature intended the company to be insurers 
at all events against mischief arising to the public; that there was nothing 
at all unreasonable in the company being subject to penalties, seeing that 
they were carrying on an offensive trade for their own benefit; and that it 
| was no answer to the plaintiff, to say that the damage done was inevitable, 
or that they had employed skilled persons in the construction of their tank. 
|The company were not restricted as to the place where they should con- 


aware that mining operations were going on in close proximity and they 
| ought, therefore, to have selected another site 

Mr. Purpson in reply said, there was nothing in the case to show that 
had the company adopted another course a different result would have en- 
sued, and the court could not speculate so as to make them guilty of neg- 
ligence. The broad statement on the other side was that there was nothing 
unreasonable in making the compan 
| in the works; but as Sir Fitzroy ell had put it, it was in the highest de- 
| gree unreasonable that they should & insurers beyond the actual damage 
sustained, and the damage in this case was found to be only £100. He sub- 


committed no default and were guilty of no negligence. If they were to 
be made liable in this case they would be liable in all cases, and must be in- 
surers against all damages, not only when caused by themselves but by tres- 
passers and spoliators, or by the act of God. It never could have been the 
intention of the Legislature that the terms of the section should have this 
extended meaning ; they could only intend by them to secure that the com- 
pany carried on their works in a careful manner. 

Lord Chief Justice Cocknurn, in delivering judgment, said:—I am of 
opinion that in this case our judgment must be for the plaintiff. I own that 
I entertain some doubt as to the main question which has been discussed in 
this case, viz., whether the company are responsible, at all events and under 
all circumstances, as having by their contract with the Legislature under- 
taken to guarantee the public against the possibility of any contamination of 
the water belonging to any person in the neighbourhood of the works of the 


it is contended this construction ought to be put, engenders a doubt in my 
mind as to that being the true construction, which doubt has not been re- 
moved altogether in the course of this argument. I still doubt whether the 
company can be said to “suffer” that which has happened without their 
doing something to prevent it, until an opportunity has been afforded them to 
remove the mischief which did not arise from their act and default, and which 
up to that time they were not in a situation to prevent. I am, however, only 
desirous not to be considered as deciding that point affirmatively on the pre- 
sent occasion, because, if it were necessary to decide it, I should require fur- 
ther time to consider it. Nor do I wish to be understood as deciding in the 
negative. I on p! that at the present moment my mind is not made up 
on the subject, and I should think it necessary further to consider the point, 
if I thought the decision of this case necessarily depended upon the deter- 
mination of that question. I proceed upon different grounds. Mr. Scotland, 
at the commencement of his able argument, satisfied me that the company 
had not ignored this, by the presumption of negligence, which fairly arises 
from the fact that the contamination of the plaintiff’s water proceeded imme- 
diately from the works of the defendants; and that would make the defendants 
prima facie liable. It is for them to purge themselves of the negligence 
which would otherwise be presumed to have existed, and to be the occa- 
sion of the mischief of which the plaintiff complains. If there was any 
negligence on the part of the company, then the company may be pro- 
perly said to have “‘suffered’’ the result, which by the exertion of due 
and proper care in the construction of their works they might have 
avoided. The presumption is, that where there is mischief resulting 
to one individual from the works of another in the neighbourhood, such as 
this is, there is negligence on the part of those, from whom the mischief 
proceeds. What do the company here say? Why, all they say is that they 
so constructed their works—works which it must be known would be al- 
ways attended with the dangerous consequences which here resulted—with 
due and proper care, skill, and prudence, with reference to ordinary circum- 
stances. But the case clearly shows, thatj these circumstances here were 
not of an ordinary, but of an extraordinary character. These works were to 


|| be constructed in the midst of a mining district, upon ground where to a 
|| considerable extent the subterranean earth had been excavated by mining 


operations. They do not show at all upon the face of this case, and the facts 
stated, that they might not have constructed their work in a different posi- 
tion, where this danger would not have existed, nor do they show that con- 
structing it where they did, they might not by a different mode of construc- 
tion, or by resorting to other mechanical and scientific means, have pre- 


incumbent upon them even to entitle them to that construction of the Act of 
Parliament for which they contend, to show that they were free from all 
negligence whatever. The onus was upon them, the mischief having pro- 
ceeded immediately from their works, to get rid of that presumption of neg- 
ligence. I think they have not done so, and therefore, not having got rid 
of all the charge of negligence, which may be presumed to have existed, 
they may be properly said to have suffered this evil, and be within the terms 
of the Act of Parliament. Upon that ground, therefore, I think our judg- 
ment ought to be for the plaintiff. 

Justice WicHTMAN: I am of the same opinion. 
the terms of the 160th section, and also another section, that the object of the 
Legislature was to make the company insurers at all events against any con- 
tamination of the water in the neighbourhood from the works of the gas com- 

any. It seems to me that they may very reasonably say that those who 
ring into the neighbourhood such works as these, » Gon it is exceedingly 


one of the 


their gas may have the effect of contaminating, fouling, and — 
, that they 


first necessaries of life, the wholesome water of the neighbourh 








|struct that tank, and when they built it in its present position, they were | L 
| lute obligation upon the company to prevent the water under any circum- 


probable and likely that an escape of their washings, their refuse, or even of | 


THE JOURNAL OF GAS LIGHTING, WATER SUPPLY, & SANITARY IMPROVEMENT. 


779 


should be bound, as part of the condition upon which they obtain their Act 
of Parliament, giving them powers for their own benefit, for they are to re- 
ceive dividends upon their shares—I say they may very well impose upon 
them the duty of taking care at all events that the public shall not suffer by 
reason of this refuse and this noxious material, which may very possibly 
escape into their wells. Now the words of the section in question seem to 
me quite consistent with this view of the case, and quite sufficient to show 
the object of the Legislature:—“If the company shall at any time cause or 
suffer to be conveyed or flow into any stream, reservoir, acqueduct, pond, or 
place for water within the limits prescribed by this at any washing substance 
or thing which may be produced in the making or supply of gas whereby the 
water shall be fouled or corrupted, they shall for every such offence be liable 
to a penalty of £200.” It has been said to be exceedingly harsh, and some 
expressions have been used in which it has been said to be almost monstrous, 
that they should be liable to a penalty of £200 without any negligence or 
default on their part. It may be that the Legislature considered that if they 
had such stringent rules and obligations imposed upon the mee it might 
have the effect of so increasing their care and caution, both as to the place upon 
which they constructed their works and as to the management of them, as to 
ensure the security of the neighbourhood from having the water fouled in 
the manner in which it has been on the present occasion. By the 165th sec- 
tion, which applies to the fouling of water, and that seems to have been the 
particular object of the Legislature in these protecting causes, it is provided 
that if the water is contaminated by gas the company shall forfeit for every 
such offence a sum not exceeding £20. The words seem to impose an abso- 





| stances from being contaminated by gas. The same arguments as to 


the construction of the 160th section might no doubt be applied 


| to the 165th—that it was harsh to subject the company to a penalty 


insurers against any possible accident | 


whenever, without any default of theirs, the water might be con- 
taminated by an escape of gas which they could not help. It seems to me 
that the words are such as to form, upon the ground I have put it, an obliga- 
tion upon the meer to be insurers at all events, and to take care that the 
wells in the neighbourhood are not fouled, either by the washing of their 


| tanks escaping into the wells and fouling the water, or by the water being 


mitted that upon the whole of the evidence before the court the company had | 


fouled by the escape of gas. Therefore, I think the judgment of the Court of 
Exchequer ought to be affirmed. 

Justice WiLLtaMs: I am also of opinion that the judgment of the Court of 
Exchequer ought to be affirmed. It is not shown that the manufacture of 
gas might not be so conducted as to prevent the washings produced in the 
process from flowing into any neighbouring water ; and if they could soeon- 
duct the manufacture, and do not, I think that they have suffered the wash- 
ings to flow within the meaning of the Act, and have committed the offence 


| which is here described. I can see myself no hardship in enacting, and no 


improbability of the Legislature having enacted, that the ee pe should be 
authorized to carry on the works on the terms that they should conduct them 
so as to prevent the offensive fluid, which they themselves have created, from 


| flowing out of their works, and thus becoming a nuisance to the contiguous 


company. I own that the particular phraseology of the section upon which | 


vented the occurrence of such mischief as here arose. I think it would be | 


It appears to me from | 


water ; and to treat any infringement of those terms by the company as an 
offence which should subject them toa penalty. It does not, I say, appear 
that they could not so construct their works, nor even if they had been so 
constructed—though I do not give an opinion upon the subject—would it 
exonerate the company. If they choose to accept the obligation to carry on 
the works on certain terms agreed to by Parliament, they must abide by 
those terms, and would not be exonerated by any cause arising even “‘ by the 
act of God.” It is not necessary, however, to give a judgment upon that 
point, but there is a very powerful argument in favour of it. 

Justices BLACKBURN, WILLEs, and KEaTInG concurred, and judgment was 
therefore entered for the plaintiff. 








THAMES POLICE COURT. 
Turspay, Nov. 20. 
(Before Mr. YarpDiey.) 
MILLER, 0. THE COMMERCIAL GAS COMPANY. 

In this case a summons had been issued against the Commercial Gas 
Company, under the provisions of the Metropolis Gas Act, at the instance 
of Mr Morton Miller, a lodging-house keeper, of No. 50, High Street, Poplar, 
for having wilfully failed for seven days after being thereunto uired 
in writing by the said Morton Miller to provide and lay all proper and _suf- 
ficient communication, service, and other pipes to the house, 50, High 
Street, Poplar, and to furnish a supply of gas, pursuant to the provisions of 
the Act, whereby they had incurred a penalty of 40s. for every day after 
the expiration of such notice during which the failure continued. The 
complainant, on applying for the summons, stated that the company refused 
to supply him with gas because he declined paying the arrears of the out- 
going tenant, amounting to about £8; and they alleged that there was col- 
lusion between the parties, which he denied. The summons was made 
returnable on the 12th inst., when Mr. Jaques, the secretary of the company, 
attended, and requested an adjournment, on the ground that the summons 
was only received by him on the previous Saturday, and he had not had 
time to consult the board or to instruct counsel. 

Mr. CLARKE, solicitor, of Bedford Row, who appeared for complainant, 
opposed the application, and stated that his client’s business would be 
greatly injured by any further delay. 

Mr. YARDLEY said he thought the application was a reasonable one, as 
an important legal question was involved in the matter. 

Mr. CLARKE said in that case he must apply for costs, as there were 
several witnesses for the complainant in attendance. 

Mr. Yarpuey: You had better let the costs abide the event. 

Mr. CLARKE: No, sir; I would rather be paid as we go on. 

Mr. Yarvey: I cannot comply with your request now. You have got 
a substantial company to deal with, and whatever costs I order will no 
doubt be paid. 

Mr. Cripps, barrister, instructed by Mr. Price, solicitor, now attended, 
with Mr. Jaques, the secretary, and Mr. Jones, the engineer, for the com- 
pany; and the plaintiff was again represented by Mr. CLARKE. 

Mr. CLARKE said the plaintiff in this case was a lodging-house keeper in 
High Street, Poplar, and he sued the company for penalties for wilfully 
refusing to supply him with gas. It appeared that for many years past the 
tradesmen of the metropolis and the public generally had been subjected 
to a very arbitrary and despotic rule ado by the gas companies, who 


| insisted as a condition precedent to the supply of gas to an in-coming 


tenant that he should pay the debt due to them by his predecessor in the 


| occupation of the premises. There was a complete conspiracy, as he might 


term it, amongst the gas companies to obtain money in a way which no 
other body would dare to attempt. 
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Mr. Yarpiey: I suppose whatever rule was previously adopted, the 
companies are now governed by this Act of Parliament? 

Mr. Ciance: Undoubtedly. 

Mr. Yarpiey: I have been looking over this Act, and I fail to diseever 
in it any power given to the companies to require such payment. (To 
Mr. Cripps.) Can you point out anything in the Act which would justify it? 


heads ‘of the complainant's case. 

Mr. Ciarke: This Act of Parliament'was passed to put an end to such a 
system. 

Mr. Yarptey: Let us understand what the points of dispute are. 

Ba Cuirps: I'shall be better able to tell when the ‘plaintiff has stated 
is case. 

Mr. Yarprry: What is it the company are charged with? The summons 
is for having wilfully failed for seven days, after being thereunto required 
in writing by the said Morton Miller, to provide and lay all proper and 
sufficient communication, service, and other pipes, and to furnish a supply 
of gas to the‘house, No. 50, High Street, Poplar. Is it admitted that they 
have been properly “thereunto required in writing?” 


Mr. Crips: No, sir, it is not, and I go beyond that; but it is very diffi- 


case. 

Mr. Yarpiey: Very well; butI call your attention to the fact that I 
fail to discover in the Act of Parliament a power conferred upon the gas 
; companies of the metropolis to compel an in-coming tenant to pay the 
;arrears.of his predecessor, That occurred to me in reading over the Act for 
the first time to day, and I call the attention-of both parties to it. It struck 
| me there were several inconsistencies in the Act, which I have not been 
able to get.over. 

‘Mr. Crives: There are, sir; but probably it will be better to go into the 
case for the plaintiff, after which I shall submit several points for your con- 
Se and probably you will then not think it necessary to carry it 

| further. 
|| Mr. Crarke said the Act under which this summons had been taken 
|| Out was the 23rd and 24th Vic., cap. 125, which Act was passed for the ex- 
|| press purpose of putting an end to the system to which he had already 
|| alluded. By the 17th section,.a party requiring to be supplied with gas 
|| Was.to give seven days notice to the company, who, by the 1dth and 16th 
sections, were :uthorized to demand security for payment of the same, the 
| nature of which security, if the party requiring and the company supplying 
| the gas diflered, was.to be determined by a magistrate. The plaintifi,in the 
| present case, had given.the proper seven days notice, and, though not re- 
| quired to do so at the time, he went prepared, and did -offer the company 
/ security for the payment of his future gas rents. The security he offered 
| was.the guarantee of his landlord, the freeholder of the property, who, of 
course, had a direct interest in his tenant being supplied with gas that he 
might. be enabled to carry on his business like any other tradesman. He 
|(Mr. Clarke) hoped, therefore, that the company did not intend on this 
|Q@ceasion to shirk the question of their liability by any technical or legal 
| quibble, but, whatever might have been their conduct before, would meet it 
and have it disposed of on the merits. The plaintifi’s case was, that he had 
| given the seven days notice required by law, that the defendants had failed 
, to:supply him with gas, and that in consequence his place was in such a 
| State of darkness that his business was interfered with, and, unless he ob- 
‘tained redress, it would be impossible for him to continue the tenancy of 
ithe premises. There was no excuse for the company’s refusal, seeing that 
| \sumed; and it was no ground for refusal that the arrears of a former occu- 
pier were unpaid, for the Act of Parliament expressly declared that the 
||}¢ompany should not demand them from the in-coming tenant. The ques- 
| tion to be tried was, whether the company were justified in their refusal, or 
whether, under the statute to, which he had referred, they were not bound 
to supply the plaintiff with gas. He believed the company had had some 
trouble with the former tenants of the house, 50, High Street, Poplar; but 
with that his client had nothing to do, unless it could be shown that 
there was collusicn between them and him. ‘The Act of Parliament 
required that such collusion should be clearly proved before the company 
could set up such.an answer to the demand for a supply of gas; but he 
defied them to do'so in the present case. It so happened ‘that the house in 
question had been occupied by a set of bad tenants, some of whom unfor- 
tunately. bore the same name as his client. 
had borne the naine of Butcher, or Brewer, or anything else than Miller, 








there had no more connexion with the present plaintiff, Mr. Morton Miller, 
than he had. The gas company had, however, set them all down as part of 
the same family, and now refused to supply his client unless the arrears of 
the former ‘Millers were paid. It must be understood that the trouble the 
company had with the other Millers took place before the Metropolis Gas 
Act came into operation, so that, under no circumstances, could the plaintiff 
be affected by it. ‘The facts of the case were these: A person of the name 
of William Miller formerly had the house, and ‘he took proceedings against 
the company for refusing to supply him with gas, in which he was defeated. 


Dickinson, with whom the present plaintiff was waiter. Dickinson could 
not make the business answer, and failed to pay the gas company, who eut 
off the gas. The property was then surrendered to the freeholder, with 
whom the plaintiti' entered into an agreement to take the same, at a rental 
of £2. 5s.a week. So far as he (Mr. Clarke) was instructed, there was no- 


he proved that to the satisfaction of the bench, the company had evidently 





incurred the penalties provided in the Act. 

Mr. Yarpury: Which is the section as to collusion? 

Mr. CLanke: The 39th. 

Mr. YArpiry: “ In case any consumer leave the premises where gas was 
supplied to him without paying to the gas company the rate or meter-rent 
due from him, the gas company shall not require from the next tenant of 
|the premises payment of the arrears so left unpaid, unless the in-coming 
tenant agreed with the defaulting consumer to pay the arrears; but the gas 
company shall, notwithstanding any such arrears, in the absence of collu- 
sion between the out-going and in-coming tenant, supply gas to the in- 
coming tenant, as required by this Act, on being required by him so to do.” 
It'would seem from that as if “eollusion” meant an agreement’to pay the 
arrears, and nothing else. 

Mr. Ciarke: “Collusion” is‘a term-which generally conveys an idea of 
fraud ‘by implication. According to this clause, unless my client agreed 
with Dickinson to pay his debt, the company have no:right to call upon him 
for payment, or in ease of collusion, which [ apprehend will be their case. 
If, however, I prove the'facts'I have stated; my client will. be entitled to a 
supply of gas. 








Mr. ‘Cripps: I would suggest’that it would be better first to hear the | 


cult to enter upon the defence of the company until we hear the plaintifi’s | 


ample security had been offered for every cubic foot of gas likely to be.con- | 
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Mr. Cripps: Before any evidence is called, I intend to take an objection 
to'the whole proceedings, and to your jurisdiction, sir, under this Act. As 
I was before the committees of Parliament during all the time the bill was 
before ‘them, I think I know something of the intention of thege clauses, 
and of the words which are used here. As you may suppose, sir, a great 
deal of discussion took place before the committee as to the 39th, as well as 
other clauses. It was proved to them that very frequently collusion takes 





are cheated, and therefore power was given them by this clause to refuse 
to supply gas in certain cases. In fact, they are placed here, as other -per- 
sons engaged in business are, upon the footing of the ordinary laws of | 
demand ard supply, and are not compelled to supply the article they deal 
in unless they choose. This Act of Parliament was the-result of an agree- 
ment between the promoters and the companies, and the 39th clause was a 
part of that agreement. It is, indeed, little more than an amplification of 
the common law maxim, that fraud will vitiate anything. According to 
this clause, unless fraud is proved, the company are bound, on receiving 
certain notice. to supply gas to the applicant; but, if the court is satisfied 
that collusion has taken place between him and his predecessor—and by col- 
lusion we understand an agreement of a fraudulent character—then the 
company are not bound to give a supply to the in-coming tenant. But my 
first objection is, that under this Act there is no power given to the magis- 
trate to'try the question of collusion or no collusion. It may be thought 
that this was an omission in the Act; but, from what I know of the matter, 
I am inclined to believe it is no such thing, but that the Legislature felt, 
the question of collusion being difficult of proof, it was better to leave such 
questions to be dealt with just as they were before this Act was passed. I 
need not call your attention, sir, to the fact that the jurisdiction of the magis- 
trate under this Act is a new jurisdiction, and therefore you must Jook to 
this Act alone to find out its nature and extent. Unless jurisdiction in re- | 
ference to collusion is given you by this Act, that matter remains to be |} 
be dealt with under the old state of the law. The 55th section of ‘the Me- |; 
tropolis Gas Act expressly provides for this. It says—* Provided, that no || 
— remedy or provision for giving relief to any person given by this Act | | 
shall prejudice or diminish the general jurisdiction of any of Her Majesty’s 
superior courts of law or equity over or with respect to the acts or defaults | 
in respect of which the special remedies or provisions are so given.” There- | 
fore, nothing in.this Act would prevent a tenant feeling himself aggrieved | 
applying to the Court of Queen’s Bench for a mandamus, to compel the | | 
company to co the act which they refused. ‘Your jurisdiction, sir, is to bo | 
sought tor in another part of the Act, and in reference to other matters; | | 
and, if you will follow me, you will find that that jurisdiction is very clearly | | 
defined in clauses previous to the 17th. The first part of the Act, down ‘to | | 
the 14th clause, gives a jurisdiction, not to a magistrate, but to the Secre- | 
tary of State, and the 14th is the first clause which alludes in any way to | | 
the jurisdiction of the magistrate. That clause provides that—“ Every gas | 
company from time to time supplying gas within any district shall, as to | 
any premises or street within ab district not already supplied with gas, | 
and” (here is a limitation) “ which shall lie within fifty yards of any ex- | 
isting mains, at their own expense, on being required by the owner or || 
occupier of any premises within the district or in part within the district” | 
(here is the description of the person entitled), “ who shall contract for not | | 
less than three years to pay gas-rates in respect of such supply to an amount | | 
equal to twenty per cent. upon the outlay, provide and lay all proper and | | 
sufficient communication, service, and other pipes up to the premises of | | 
such owner or occupier, to communicate with the gas company’s mains, | 
and shall, if so required by the owner, occupier, or local authority, furnish | 
him or them, at the rate prescribed by this Act, with a supply of gas for the | 


n! 


purpose of being used in or on the premises, or for lighting the street.” | 








| The rest of the clause refers to the furnishing the consumer with a meter, | 


| company to light his premises. 


He heartily wished that they | 


but, as it was, he should be able to prove that the Millers who had lived | 
| enforced by a magistrate. 


Then his mother took the premises, and she let them to a person named | 


thing like collusion between the parties to defraud the gas company,and, if | 


| 
| spectively during which the failure continues.” There, for the moment, is | 
| 


if so required. I do not suppose that any person carefully reading that ; 
section can fail to see that it refers toa person not already supplied with | 
gas, but who, being within fifty yards of an existing main, may require the 
The 15th section follows on, and refers to 


the 14th. 

Mr. YaArpiey: You contend that the twosections must be taken together 
and that they do not refer to a case where a tenant merely requires the gas | | 
to be continued? | 

Mr. Crivrs: That it refers to a person in a district not already supplied 
with gas, and does not apply to a case where the gas is cut off. tj 

Mr. Yarp.ry: Then there is no obligation upon the part of a company | 
to supply gas in any old district whatever. 1] 

Mr. Crirrs: Not under the 14th section in such a manner as ean be! 
I dwell now upon the 14th section because, you 
will see, it is in this set of sections that the jurisdiction of the magistrate first | 
comesin. The following section, which might as well have been a part of this | 
one, says, “ Provided, that the owner or occupier, if so required in writing | | 
by the gas company or any of their officers, shall, before he is entitled to have 
the pipes provided and laid, or to have a supply of gas or of meters furnished, | 
give to the gas company such security for the payment of the rate for the gas 
to be-supplied to him, and of the meter-rent for every meter to be supplied to 
him, as he and the gas company agree on.” ‘This clearly refers to the 14th | 
section, and it precedes the one in which your jurisdiction comes in.) 
“Provided, that if the owner or occupier and the gas company cannot) | 
agree thereon, the security to be given shall be determined by a magis- | 
trate; and any single magistrate shall, on the application of the owner or 
occupier and the gas company, or either of them, determine the nature and 
amount of the security to be given; and the security may, as the magis- 
trate thinks fit, be the deposit with the gas company, or with any person | 
approved by the magistrate, or the prepayment to the gas company, of a 
sum of money or any other security which the magistrate thinks sufficient 
and reasonable; and the determination of the magistrate shall be binding 
on all parties, and final; provided that if the security be the deposit with 
the gas company of a sum of money, the gas company shali pay interest 
thereon to the consumer at such rate as the magistrate shall determine.” | 
Then comes the 17th section, upon which the plaintiff in this case relies. | 
It begins—“ If the gas company ” (clearly, that is the company referred to | 
in the 14th section), “ not being entitled to require or not having required | 
any security. wilfully fail for seven days after being thereunto required in | 
writing by the consumer ” (this, again, clearly refers to the same section), | 
“or where the security agreed on or determined by the magistrate is given, | 
shall wilfully fail for fourteen days thereafter to provide and lay all proper | 
and sufficient communication, service, and other pipes, or to furnish a supply | 
of gas, or to furnish any meter, pursuant to the provisions of this Act, then | | 
and in every such case the gas company shall, on a summary conviction | | 
before a magistrate, forfeit and pay to the consumer not exceeding forty 
shillings for every day after the expiration of seven or fourteen days re- 


| 
| | 


an-end of the jurisdiction of the magistrate. Section 18 takes up the con) 
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sumption of gas by meter; the following clauses refer to various other 
matters; and so it goes on until you come toa set of sections which refer 
to the purity and illuminating power of the gas supplied. Jurisdiction, in 
a general way, has not been given to you in the sections I have quoted, 
but it is limited to a particular act; and again, in clauses 25 to 30, juris- 
diction is specially given to a magistrate in reference'to particular causes of 
complaint. We then go on to clause 39, which relates to a subject entirely 
different, and which has nct been touched upon before. “In case any con- 
sumer leave the premises where gas was supplied to him without paying to 
the gas company the rate or meter-rent due from him” (this is a very dif- 
ferent case to that referred to in the 14th section), “the gas company shall 
not require from the next tenant of the premises payment of the arrears so 
left unpaid, unless the in-coming tenant agreed with the defaulting con- 
sumer to pay the arrears; but the gas company shall, notwithstanding any 
such arrears, in the absence ‘of collusion between the out-going and in- 
coming tenant, supply gas to the in-coming tenant, as required by this Act, 
on being required by him soto do.” The Act might have gone on to give 
you jurisdiction in this matter, as it did in reference to the company being 
required to furnish pipes and supply gas in the 14th section, or as in the 
case of deficient purity and illuminating power; but it has not done so. 
There is no power whatever given you to try the question of collusion or 
no collusion between the out-going and in-coming tenants. Leaving, for a 
moment, the words of the Act of Parliament to inquire what could be the 
meaning of the Legislature, one can hardly fancy anything so totally dif- 
ferent from ‘the question of collusion or no collusion as the question dealt 
With in:the 17th section. All that the magistrate has to inquire into there 
is, whether the company have been wilfully negligent or not. There he has 
to inquire into the question of the default of the company, and not of the 
consumer, which is the subject treated of in the 37th section. Is it to be ex- 
pected that the company, supposing this to be a bend jide question of collu- 
sion, should be required to try the issue between them and the consumer, 
with a penalty hanging over their heads of 40s. for every day that their 
refusal continues? ‘The party complaining might, if he pleased, lie by for 
I do not know how long, without applying to the magistrate under the 17th 
section, and then come forward and say, this is a case of wilful neglect and 
default. One can hardly conceive such a position as the company would 
be in, when trying a bond jide question with such a penalty over them. 

Mr. Yarpiey: Your argument would rather aggravate their position. 
You say the magistrate has no power to determine the matter; therefore 
they must go before another tribunal, and the longer the time during which 
that inguiry would last, the greater would be the number of penalties in- 
curred by the company. 

Mr. Cripps: Just so; and therefore I say it refers to a totally different 
state of things. 

Mr. Yarpvey: If I understand you right, you do not mean to say that 
the company are exempt from liability under this Act of Parliament, ex- 
cept where they can prove collusion, or merely by suggesting that collusion 
may have taken place, but that the question of collusion is so important 
and complicated a question, that it ought to be tried by another tribunal. 

Mr. Cripps: I think that is the intention of the Act of Parliament. 

Mr. Yarpiey: One would wonder, then, why the Legislature has not 
poirited out how it is to be tried. 

Mr. Crirrs: It has left that to be dealt with according to the existing 
law. It has created a new jurisdiction for the magistrate under this Act, 
and until it was passed you had no authority to deal with such matters as 
are here referred to. 

Mr. YarpiEy: Iam not aware that I had. 
has come before me. 

Mr. Cripps: Your jurisdiction is entirely derived from this Act; and, 
therefore, when I say the Legislature has not given you jurisdiction in 
every case, it is only what might have been expected, 

Mr. Yarpiey: You do not deny that the magistrate has jurisdiction 
under these clauses up to the 17th, but you say that there are certain 
eases which are excepted from his jurisdiction. 

Mr. Cripps: I do not go so far as that; I say your jurisdiction, not 
having existed before, is limited to what is contained in the 4th section, 
and that gives no jurisdiction in a matter of this kind. That clause refers 
to any district “ not already supplied with gas.” 


This is the first case that 


trict;” and you say that our jurisdiction is limited to that. 

Mr. CripFs: Not that your jurisdiction is limited entirely, for in the 30th 
section you have a more general power; but I say, wherever it was intended 
that the magistrate should have jurisdiction, it was expressly given. It is 
not so given in reference to collusion, and it appears reasonable that it 
should not be so. 


oust the jurisdiction of the magistrate, and get this matter sent to the 
superior courts at Westminster, which would have the effect of as safely 
lodging them in their monopoly as could be. 

Mr. Yarpiey: I do not see how yon can prevent their going to a superior 
court upon this question, which involves the jurisdiction of the magistrate. 

Mr. Cranke: Will you hear me, sir? 

Mr. Yarpiey: I will hear you at any length. I only suggest this, not 
for the purpose of stopping you, but inasmuch as the company can, by their 
own unaided proceeding, take this matter to a superior court, whether it 
would not be better at once to turn it into a special case. 

Mr. Cripps: I should wish you to understand, sir, that I have not gone 
into the case of my clierits, and that I am not afraid to try it on the merits. 

Mr. Yarpiey: Just so. My opinion at present is against you. I havea 
very strong opinion that this clause is to be taken distributively under two 
heads. The first part of the clause says that “every gas company from 
time to time supplying gas within any district not already supplied with gas, 
&c., on being required by the owner or occupier of any premises, &c., shall 
provide and Jay all proper and sufficient communication, service, and other 
pipes, &c., and furnish a supply.of gas.” I cannot help thinking there is 
considerable doubt upon the subject, and that it is a question worthy the 
consideration of the superior court. Even supposing I were with you on 
the main question here, [ should like the opinion of the court to be taken 
on the question of jurisdiction. 

Mr. Crarke: Can we suppose it possible that one part of this Act gives 
the jurisdiction to a magistrate, and another part to some one else, when 
there is no provision made ‘for such a division between this court and the 
superior coufts. The “ magistrate” is mentioned ail through the Act; and 
the 47th section expressly declares that “every magistrate shall, for the 
purposes of this Act, have full jurisdiction and full powers and authorities 
over the parties respectively, and with respect to making orders on the 
parties respectively, and otherwise, and as to costs, and may issue every such 
summons, Warrant, and other process, and may take such other. proceedings 
as ‘he thinks requisite; and the service of any summons, notice, order, or 
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| ceed singly in the execution of this Act in such manneras he'thinks proper.” 








Mr. YARDLEY: That is to say, using another expression, “a new dis- | 


| the 17th section refers to the 14th. 
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other process in the matter on such person, or in such manner as a magis- 
trate directs, shall be good service thereof; and every magistrate may pro- 


Mr. YARDLEY: I understand the argument on the other side to be'this, 
that you, living in an old district, cannot compel the company to supply 
you with gas. 

Mr. Cripps: In a case where the gas has been already cut off. 

Mr. Yarpiey: No, in every case. You say that the whole provision of 
this first part of the Act applies to new districts; and that being so,’the | 
plaintiff living in an old.district has no power to compel you to supply him. 

Mr. Cripps: Without using other words than are in the Act, I ‘say it 
— “ to any premises or street within such district not already supplied 
with gas.” 

4, I think you must admit that your contention goes'to this 
extent, that all old districts are not within this section, and my power is 
limited to districts already supplied. 

Mr. CLarke: What can the reference to collusion between an old and 
new tenant mean, unless it applies to a case where gas is already supplied? 

Mr. Yarp.ey: According to this argument, it must apply prospectively 
to districts to be supplied with gas. No doubt the effect is to exclude 
from the operation of the Act the whole of London as it at present exists. | 

Mr. CLARKE: The 47th section, which I have read, refers,as the marginal | 
note says, to the “jurisdiction of magistrates for purposes of Act;” and Iam 
ata loss to know whet the Legislature can mean by that section if the 
learned counsel's view is correct. } 

Mr. Cripps: It alludes'to matters already referred to the magistrate. 

Mr. Yarpiry: The contention amounts to no lezs than this, that all the 
remedial measures provided by this Act are inapplicable to the metropolis 
as at present existing. That will be the practical effect, there is no doubt 
of deciding in favour of this objection, and such 2 decision ought really to 
come from the superior courts. 

Mr. CLARKE: Then, sir, I will take a special case. 

Mr. Yarpiry: We will consider the point as reserved for that purpose, 
and will now go into the merits of the case as though I had jurisdiction. 

Mr. Crirrs: I have a further objection to take which | think will be de- 
cisive. Assuming that we are under the i4th section, I say the obligation 
of the company refers only to a person “who shall contract for not less than 
two years to pay gas-rates in respect of such supply to an amount equal to 
20 per cent. upon the outlay.” in the present case, no such contract has 
been entered into. 

Mr. Yarpiey: You are taking that objection too soon. 
them no opportunity of entering into a contract. 

Mr. Cripps: They must prove, I submit, that they have offered to do so, 
and they are not in a position to do anything untilihen, | 

Mr. Yarptey: It lies with you, I think, to say to the plaintiff, “we are 
willing to supply you according to the terms of the Act, and ‘those terms 
are, that you shall contract for two years.” If that is correct, you are not 
yet in a position to take advantage of the objection that he has refused to'| 
contract. . 

Mr, Criprs: The company are not required to take ‘the initiative in this 
matter. The 15th section shows where they are to become active—viz., 
when a demand for a supply of gas and an ofier to contract has been made, 
they may, if they think right, demand security. | 

Mr. CLarkE: That is, provided the premises or street are within a dis- || 
trict which is not already supplied with gas. The 15th section and the,|| 
contract for two years only reter to cases where the gas is newly laid on. 

Mr. YarpLey: Do you mean to contend that security can only be de-| | 
manded in the case of a new district ? 

Mr. CLarkE: No, sir; but the 15th section applies in this manner. In || 
premises, or ina street, where gas is not already supplied, if a party applies | | 
to the company to break into their mains, and furnish him with a service- | 





You have given 





pipe and a supply of gas, then he is bound to contract for two years, and 
give security, if required; but it does not apply to a house, or a consumer 
living in a street or in premises already-supplied with gas. 

Mr. Yarpixy: I understand your argument, and there is a great deal of 
force in it. You say that, living in an old district, you start from the 17th | | 
section ? 4 || 

Mr. Crarxe: Yes; I have nothing to do with the 14th section; it does | 
not apply to us. 

Mr. Cripps: I apprehend it is one of the clearest things in the world that || 

The 14th section creates a duty, and | | 

the 17th imposes a penalty for the neglect of it. | 
} 

| 





Mr. CLARKE: It really comes back to the observation from the bench, 


| that if the argument on the other side is correct, the whole of the metro- 


Mr. CLARKE: I am not surprised that the gas company. should seek to | 





polis is excluded from the operations of the Act, and may be leftin darkness. 

Mr. YarpLey: You have rather extended my observation. I do not say | 
that you are excluded from a supply of gas, but simply that you are not! 
brought within this remedy. 

Mr. CrarKe: That is to say, the Act of Parliament is a dead. letter in the 
metropolis? 

Mr. YarpLey: Yes, as far as regards my jurisdiction. Reading the 17th | 
by the 14th section, I am clearly of opinion that it is the duty of the gas 
company to furnish a service-pipe in certain cases, and a supply of gas in 
all cases; but then it must always be on security being given, if required. 

I think further that the 14th section applies to old districts as well as to| 
new. 

Mr. CLARKE: My contention is, that the 14th and 15th sections apply |; 
exclusively to new districts, and that the 17th applies to a totally distinet lj 
case. It says—“If the gas company, not being entitled to require, or not || 
having required, any security, &c.” Now, if it was intended to refer to the 
security mentioned in the former section, it would have been “ such” | 
roerer or “ said” security. 1] 
Mr. Yarpiey: Does anything turn upon the word “ consumers?” | 
Mr. Crreps: The interpretation clause defines a “consumer” to be “a 
person receiving or entitled, in accordance with this Act, toreceive a supply 
of gas from any gas company.” The question here is, whether the plaintiff 
is entitled to receive, for he is clearly not a person receiving gas. 

Mr. Yarpuer: I understand you to contend, not that he has:‘no remedy 
before me, but that his remedy is by mandamus, as he is residing in an old 
district. 

Mr. Cripps: No doubt; and, in the absence of collusion, he could thus 
compel the company to supply him. 

Mr. Yarpiey: There is really so much doubt about the matter, that it 
certainly will have to be decided by a superior court in some way or other. 
Assuming that I decide this point against you, I understand you to say that 
you have a substantial defence to the summons. 

Mr. Cripps: Undoubtedly; we say there has been collusion. 

Mr. Yarpuey: Then, reserving your objections, I will hear the.complaint, 
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and if I have to state a special case, I shall state as a fact whether the 
collusion has been proved. 

Mr. CiarkE: I would rather take a case at once. 

After a further conversation on the subject, it was agreed that, after 
hearing the facts, the magistrate should decide whether or not collusion 
was proved, and that, if required, he should state a case for the opinion of 
the Court of Queen’s Bench on the following objections by the learned 
counsel for the defendants:—1. That the magistrate has no jurisdiction, on 
the ground that sections 14, 15, and 16, are only applicable to premises and 
districts not already supplied with gas; and also that under section 39 the 
magistrate has no power to try the question of collusion, 2. That, sup- 
posing the jurisdiction to be with the magistrate, and the first-named sec- 
tions to apply to the present case, the complainant was not entitled to pro- 
ceed against the company for penalties, he not being a party who has con- 
tracted or offered to contract for a supply of gas for two years. The case 
was also to state that, on behalf of the complainant, it was contended that 
the 14th, 15th, and 16th sections did not apply to him, and that the com- 
pany had no right to call upon him to answer those provisions; and further, 
that section 47 conferred the necessary jurisdiction upon the police magis- 
trate. The following evidence was then given:— 


Mr. Morton Miller, examined by Mr, CLARKE. 

Iam the complainant in this case,and am the occupier of the house 
No. 50, High Street, Poplar, which is a lodging-house. 1 became the occu- 
pier on the 31st of October last under an agreement with Mr. Simpson, the 
owner, at a rent of £2. 5s.a week. I know Mr. Dickinson; he was the 
occupier before me, and I lived with him as waiter for ten months. He was 
unfortunate in the business, and gave up the premises on the 29th of October 
to the landlord. I had nothing to do with him in taking the house, either 
in reference to the fixtures, or anything else. When he took the house in 
December last, the gas was laid on for him by the Commercial Company. 
I know some persons of the name of Miller who were there before—William 
Miller, and Mrs. Jane Miller, his mother. I am no relation or friend of 
theirs. When I took the premises, the gas had been cut off. I serveda 
notice upon the on ag A to lay on the gas again, and furnish me with a 
supply. Mr. Simpson, the landlord, is the person named in the notice as 
agreeing to become security for me. The company paid no attention to 
that notice, and have not supplied me with gas up to the present time. If 
I do not get a supply, I cannot carry on the business, and must leave the 
premises. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Cripps: During the time I was waiter under Mr. 
Dickinson I occasionally saw William Miller at the house. I should say he 
has not been there every day; but I cannot tell how many times he came. 
I do not know Mrs. Miller; she has not been at the house since I took it. 
Her daughter is living with meas servant. Iam up all night, and Mrs. Miller 
may have been there during the day, when I have been in bed. I cannot 
swear that William Miller may not have been there also. I have seen him 
this month. 

By Mr. Yarpiey: He has been at the house this month both before 
and since the summons was issued. 

By Mr. Cripps: He keeps another lodging-house at Deptford. 
agreement in writing for these premises. [Document handed in.] 

Mr. Yarptey: This is no agreement; it is not signed. 

Mr. CLARKE: That is the agreement which is to be entered into. 

Cross-examination continued: I will not sign it till the gas is laid on. It 
was cut off four or five days before I took possession. The agreement was 
drawn up by myself; it does not say anything about the gas. I saw 
Dickinson the last time about three weeks ago. I remember being with 
him when the company’s collector met him, which was after the gas was 
cut off. There was a conversation between them, but I did not hear what 

ssed. I did not listen, as I thought they might be talking on private 

usiness. I did not hear the collector state that fixtures had been left 
in the house by Dickinson, of the value of £25, on condition of Miller pay- 
ing for the gas. Iremember being present when Mr. Jones, the engineer 
of the company, was there; but I did not then hear any reference to the 
conversation between Dickinson and the collector. Mr. Jones did say 
that, after what he had heard, he considered this was a case of collusion, 
and he would not ge Ew gas; but I swear I did not say “that is just 
the answer I wanted.” The charge for the use of the fixtures in the house 
is included in the £2. 5s. which I pay per week. Iam still acting as waiter, 
as I did before. 

By Mr. YArp.eEy: I have paid rent for the house; here are the receipts. 

By Mr. Crirrs: The house is not licensed as a lodging-house. I have 
applied for a license. There have been several applications for one; I do 
not know that it has been refused, but it has not been granted. I did not 
know Mr. Miller at the time he brought an action against this company, 
and I was not living in the house then. I was a draper at Rochford 
before that; but I was not successful, and afterwards I was assistant draper 
at several places. I have friends who will assist me with the money to pay 
for this house. 

Re-examined by Mr. CLARKE: There are about 70 beds in the house, and 
I expect to pay my rent out of what I receive for letting them. 

Mr. YARDLEY: This is an unlicensed lodging-house, and you are incurring 
penalties every day it is open. 


I have an 


ut on. 
Mr. David Simpson, examined by Mr. CLARKE. 

I am the owner of the premises in question. I built them some time ago 
for William Miiler, and afterwards Mrs. Miller took them. 
them to Dickinson, and though he paid me the rent after he got them, I 
received it as from Mrs. Miller. William Miller has been in difficulties ever 


immediately after the gas was cut off. That was the death blow of the 
place. He had not given me any notice to quit, and the house was thrown 
on my hands. After the house was shut up, I entered into an arrangement 
with Mrs. Miller to let me have possession on giving her £50 for different 
things—shop front, gas-fittings, &c. Morton Miller, the complainant, came 
to me while I was standing in the bar, and said, if I would allow him to go 
on with the place he could make it answer, and he would give me £2. ds. 
a week for it. On my oath I declare that neither Mrs. Miller nor Dickinson, 
nor any of the other tenants, had anything to do with my letting the house 
to the complainant. I had seen him before when I went to get my rent, 
but had never spoken to him. He has paid rentsince he has had possession. 
I offered to become security for him for any gas the company might sup- 
ply, because I knew it was necessary he should have it before he could go 
on with the business. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Cripps: Mrs, Miller was m 
September, from the time she took the house from 
money 


tenant till last 
illiam Miller. No 
d between us when she gave up possession; I took the fixtures 








| opinion that, substantially, Mrs. Jane Miller is the person to be considered 


Witness: A license would not be any of use to me unless I got the gas | 


I never let | 


since I knew him. I think Dickinson gave up the premises in October last, | 


| 
| 
| 
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and fittings for the £50 which she owed me. During the time Dickinson | 





was in the house, I never saw any of the Millers there, except Morton 
Miller, the complainant. Dickinson always paid methe rent. It was about 
an hour after Mrs. Miller gave up possession that I let the house to the 
compainant. The beds in the house belong to him, I suppose, when he has 
paid for them, but I most positively say I know nothing about them. The 
rent I receive is for the house and fixtures. I believe I applied as tenant to 
the company in January, 1859, for a supply of gas to this house. At that 
time, the business was being removed from No. 228 on the opposite side of 
the street. I do not know whether I was then aware that the gas had been 
cut off at No. 228; most likely I was informed of it. A person of the name 
of Lejeune had the house then; he failed, and I applied, because I was told 
the company refused to supply him again. The persons who removed from 
No. 228 to No. 50 were Lejeune and William Miller. After that refusal, I 
called on the company with Miller, and told Mr. Jones the gas was wanted 
for Miller, who was taking the house from me. Thecompany still declined 
to lay on the gas again, and I was ultimately obliged to pay the £8. 10s. 
that was due. I did not find the money to pay the costs of the action 
which Mr. Miller brought against the company for refusing.to supply 
him. I did not undertand that he lost the action: it was one of those things 
I could not understand. 

Mr. Yarp.Ley: I suppose that action was brought before this Act was 
passed ? 

Mr. Cripps: Yes; it was tried in July, 1859. 

Cross-examination continued: The house was without gas until December, 
1859, when I paid the arrears to have it laid on again. Mrs. Jane Miller 
was then the tenant, but she is not at the house now to my knowledge, and 
I do not know where she is. I have seen William Miller there two or three 
times since the 29th of October. 


Re-examined by Mr. CLarke: I always considered Mrs. Miller as my]! 


tenant; and, though Dickinson paid me the rent, I gave the receipts in her 
name. 

Mr. CLARKE: That is my case. 

Mr. Cripps: I have several witnesses to call, sir, in reference to this 
matter; and Iam sure, after hearing them, you will be of opinion, if you 
are not so already, that a grosser case of collusion between the parties, in 
order to get rid of the payment of the arrears due to the company, could 
not be brought before you. 

Mr. YARDLEY: Let me just put a question to Morton Miller, the plaintiff. 
Miller, who do the beds in the house belong to? 

Plainiiff: I dont know, sir. 

Mr. YARDLEY: You don’t know? 

Plaintiff: No, sir, I don’t know. 

Mr. YARDLEY: You are the tenant of the house, and derive the profits 
from the beds there, and yet you do not know to whom they belong. 

Plaintiff: I pay for the fittings and fixtures, and I would not enter into 
any other arrangement till the gas was laid on. 

Mr. CuiaRKE: I dare say the beds and all the stock will not be owned by 
anybody. 

fr. YarpLey: Mr. Simpson, do you know when the house was first 
furnished, and by whom? N 

Mr. Simpson: By William Miller, when it was first opened, and he left 
all the furniture there when he got into difficulties, and I accepted the 
mother as tenant. 

Mr. YaRpLEY: You know you have distinctly stated that you have 
nothing to do with the beds, and the tenant says he does not know whose 
they are, and he only pays for fixtures and fittings; who can we suppose 
they belong to? 

Mr. Simpson: Mrs. Jane Miller. 

Mr. Yarpiey (to Mr. Clarke): Then my impression is, that Mrs. Jane 
Miller is the person who owes for the gas, whatever arrangement may have 
been made between Simpson and this man. The person to whom the beds 
belong is beneficially the tenant at this moment, and this is all make-believe. 


Mr. CLARKE: Well, sir, that is rather begging the question at this early 
stage. 

Mr. Yarptey: I have heard your case from the beginning to the end, 
and upon that I come to this conclusion. 

Mr. CLarkeE: I submit, that you have come to a decision prematurely. 

Mr. YARDLEY: Do uot say prematurely. When a judge or jury, having 
fully heard all that the plaintiff has to say, come to the conclusion, upon 
that evidence, that no case has been made out, it cannot be said that they 
have decided prematurely. . You have put the whole of your evidence for- 
ward, and I tell you that, notwithstanding that evidence, Iam strongly of 


as the present tenant; and I come to that conclusion very much upon the 
last answer given to my question. 

Mr. Citarke: Admitting that Mrs. Jane Miller is the out-going, and my 
client the in-coming tenant, there is not a tittle of evidence to show there 
is any collusion between them. My client has sworn that he does not even 
know Mrs. Miller. 

The complainant was recalled, and, in answer to Mr. Yardley, said his 
wages, while he was waiter in the house, were 18s. per week, and that they 
were always paid by Dickinson. 

Mr. CLARKE again submitted that, there being no seep knowledge by 
the complainant of Mrs. Miller, there could be no collusion according to the 
meaning of the term in the Act. 

Mr. YARDLEY: My opinion of the evidence is, that this change of 
tenancy is a wholly colourable proceeding, and that the real substantial 
tenant, so long as the beds are in the house, is Mrs. Miller; and, that being 
so, where is your locus standi? 

Mr. CLARKE: I will ask you whether, as the evidence stands at present, 
you doubt that Mr. Simpson lets the place to the complainant at £2. 5s. a 
week ? 

Mr. Yarptey: Yes,I do. My opinion, at this moment, is that the entire 
proceeding is collusive between Miller, Dickinson, and this man, and I come 
to that opinion upon the whole of the evidence I have heard, upon the fact 
of the unsigned agreement, and the fact that neither of these men knows to 
whom the beds, which are really the most substantial things in a lodging- 
house, belong; and also upon the further fact that Mrs. Miller took the 
place originally, furnished it, and has left all the furniture there to the pre- 
sent time. 

Mr. CuarkKE: Asto the circumstance of the unsigned agreement, I should 
say that is strong evidence of bona fides; for nothing would have been 
easier, had fraud been intended, than to have had this document properly 
signed and sealed. : ‘ 

Mr. Yarpey: I have come to the conclusion, as I said before, that this 
is a collusive proceeding, and that this man has been ~ forward purposely 
to defraud the gas company. That is the conclusion I have come to upon 
the facts stated, and it is not usual for a judgment tobe repliedon. I 
the case is patent. 
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Mr. CutarKeE: That being your judgment, sir, I would give notice of | 
appeal, but I am afraid no appeal is given by the statute. 
. Cripps: I ought to say that we have a full answer to all the state- 





event; but, under all the circumstances of the case, considering that the 


justice will be done by not giving costs on either side. 
The summons was accordingly dismissed. 








Miscellaneous Hews. 





EXPLOSION OF GAS IN ST. MARY’S CHURCH, OXFORD. 

A serious explosion occurred on Saturday, the 3rd ult., in the University 
Church of St. Mary’s, Oxford, the cause of which has given rise to much 
conjecture, and is still involved in some doubt. 


the seats of the Vice-Chancellor and of the other university dignitaries are 
placed. An apparatus for heating the church with hot water had been 
recently introduced, and, in laying down the water-pipes, a gas-pipe 
underneath the platform, for the supply of service lights, had been dis- 
turbed, and partially turned round, so as to break off the branches from 
it, and to allow the gas, when turned on, to escape copiously. On two 
days preceding the accident, the heating apparatus was tested, and, in the 
evening, the gas was turned on to give light to the workmen, but the 
smell was so offensive, that it was quickly turned off again, On the 
Saturday morning, a gas-fitter was employed to detect the source of the 
escape of gas, and, for that purpose, he incautiously turned on the gas, and 
applied a light to a joint that he thought was defective. According to his 
own account and that of a man who was with him, the light he employed 
was a lucifer-match; and, after trying the joint and finding no escape of 
gas there, he held the match in his hand until it was nearly consumed, 
and, the flame being extinguished, he threw it down near the platform. 
Had the explosion taken place immediately, there would have been no 
doubt how the gas exploded; but both men affirm that the explosion did 
not take place until several minutes after the light was extinguished. If 
that were so, we can only conclude that the spark smouldered, by commu- 
nicating with some light combustible matter, until the explosive mixture 
of carburetted hydrogen and atmospheric air, confined under the platform, 
obtained access to the light. The effect of the explosion was extremely 
violent. A great portion of the platform was blown up to the ceiling of a 
gallery over head, the Vice-Chancellor’s chair was dashed to pieces, and 
many of the windows were blown out. The men fortunately were not 
much injured, as they were not on the platform at the time. Had the 
accident happened on the following day, the consequences might have been 
fearful, for the bishop of the diocese had appointed to preach there, when 
the chief dignitaries of the university would have been present, and 
occupying the seats on the platform. The university authorities called 
on Mr. Siemens to investigate the cause of the accident, and that gentle- 
man made the following report of the committee appointed to inquire into 
the cause of the explosion :— 


“3, Great George Street, Westminster, Nov. 9, 1860. 
*¢ Having been called to examine into the causes of the explosion which took place 
in St. Mary’s Church, Oxford, on Saturday the 3rd of November, I found, on my 
arrival there on the following Tuesday, the débris of the accident in the same posi- 
tion into which they had been thrown, excepting only a piece of water-pipe that 
had (as I was informed) been moved inadvertently by the workmen. 

** Tt appears that about ten days previous to the accident, water-pipes had been 
laid down throughout the church for the purpose of heating it. These pipes com- 
municate in the usual manner with a boiler and furnace, which have been established 
at the north-east corner of the church, the crown of the boiler being about two feet 
six inches below the level of the church flooring. The boiler is supplied with water 
| from a cistern at a sufficient elevation, which cistern receives its supply from the 
town water-pipes through a ball-tap. The water supply-pipe is furnished, however, 
also with an ordinary tap, which, upon examination, I found to be closed. It is 
probable, however, that this tap had been closed by a workman after the accident ; 
for, on opening a plug at about eighteen-inch elevation above the crown of the 
boiler, water issued, proving that there could have been no lack of water. 

** The pipes in the church are provided with a sufficient number of ascending 
safety-pipes which were open to the atmosphere. The water is made to pass from 
the boiler through two distinct circuits of pipes; one circuit to heat the chancel, 
the other to heat the body of the church. The latter circuit, on entering the church, 
below the stone pavement, divides into three branches; the one to the left passing 
through the body of the church, that to the right into the sacristy; and the centre 
one below the large platform of seats upon the north side of the church, ascending 
immediately through a hole in the platform, forming a locp below one line of seats, 
and returning to the boiler. This latter branch-circuit is very much shorter than 
the others, and would be heated too freely were it not connected to the main-circuit 
by means of contracted pipes about six feet long and of two inch diameter; the dia- 
meter of all the other pipes being four inch. 

*« It is in the locality of this short branch-circuit that the accident took place. 

“* On examining the gas-pipes of the church, which, I am told, were laid down 
nearly 30 years ago, I found that the gas enters the church at the south-west corner, 
passes along the southern aisle (below the stone pavement), turning at right angles 
towards the north, and again at right angles towards the west, when it passes 
under the platform which was the scene of the accident; there the main gas-pipe 
terminates, having throughout its course numerous branch-pipes connected to it, to 
supply the different burners. On the day of the accident, a gas-fitter was employed 
to repair one of the branch gas-pipes on the north platform, and one of his fellow- 
workmen came into the church at the time. It appears, from their evidence, that 
when the man employed had completed the new conexion, he turned the gas on 
from the street, and lighted a match to see whether any gas escaped at the new 
joint. Finding no escape, he threw the match down and turned the gas off. 

t ig further, from his evidence, that a few minutes after this the accident 
occu > 

**« My attention was next directed to the position of the débris produced by the 
explosion ; the north platform, which had been constructed of oak plank of one inch 
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ments; but, the summons being dismissed, I have now to ask for costs. | 
Mr. Yarpiey: On the last occasion, I said the costs would abide the | 


The greater part of the | 


north side of the church is occupied by a raised wooden platform, on which | haye been formed below the platform, and how that compound coul 
| main gas-pipe, when I at once found that all the branch pipes had been severed | 
| rom it, and that the main-pipe itself must have been turned upon its axis through 

| about fifty degrees, after the separation had taken place. 








thickness, and was supported upon longitudinal dwarf walls, had evidently been ' of promoting the inquiry before Parliament two or three years ago to ascer- 


lifted up with great violence, projecting 
ceili - 
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the seats and desks upon it against the 

iling of the gallery, which ceiling I found entirely defaced at the north-east 
corner of the gallery, extending along the north side to the middle. The Vice- 
Chancellor’s seat on the middle of the platform had also been thrown up against the 
gallery with sufficient violence to break it. The gasfitters, who had been standing 
near this point, were both thrown down, and one of them driven with great violence 
towards the middle of the church. 

** On the west side of the platform, the effects produced by the explosion are less 
marked. The boarding has, however, here also been forced upwards in some places. 
The foot panelling facing the platform to the south has been forced away outward. 
The gallery above the platform has evidently been shaken by the explosion to some 
extent, although its solidity has not been impaired. The church windows are | 
broken for the most part towards the south and west, but to a lesser extent on the 
north side . 

** The water-pipes upon the north platform were broken several times in a right- 
angular direction to their axis, both near the point of their entry upon it, and just 
outside the floor of the platform, which goes to prove that their breakage was caused 
not from a pressure within the pipes, but from an external cause, such as the sudden 
lifting of the platform. 5 

“ Having noted these facts, there remains no doubt on my mind that the seat of 
the explosion must have been the enclosed space below the north platform, it having 
been most violent near the point where the main gas-pipe enters that space. 

“It follows from this that the explosion could not have been caused by the water- 
pipes which were upon that platform, and could not have been heated to a dangerous 
degree, considering their general arrangement. 

“It remained, however, for me to ascertain how any explosive com 











und could 
have been | 
fired. For this purpose, I had the débris removed sufficiently to obtain access to the | 





** No explosion, however violent, could have turned the pipe upon its axis, which 
must have been done previously. | 

“ From the evidence of the gas-fitters, it appears that a portion of the main gas- |! 
pipe, before its entry to the space below the platform, had to be taken up to allow 
the water-pipes being laid, and it may be concluded in attempting to unscrew the 
coupling of the gas-pipe on that occasion, the pipe itself had incautiously been 
turned bodily, causing the severing of all the branches. The openings thus pro- 
duced would admit of a sufficient issue of gas into the confined space below the 
platform, during the short period the gas was turned on to prove the fresh-made 
joint, to cause an explosive mixture. An addition of three volumes of gas to ninety- 
seven volumes of atmospheric air suffices for that purpose, but the violence of the 
explosion argues for a larger proportion of gas (say from 6 to 10 per cent.). 

*< It remains only to be shown how the explosive mixture thus formed could have 
been fired so long after the lighted match had been thrown down. The gas-fitters 
positively deny that they had any lighted match or candle within the church at the 
moment when the explosion took place. It appears probable, however, that the 
remnant of the match previously lighted, and which was of wood, was thrown 
through the opening made by the gas-fitter into the space below the platform, when 
the gas present served to support its glowing or slow combustion until an explosive 
mixture was formed in its iimediate vicinity, upon which ignition took place. 

“It is not surprising that the gas-fitters perceived no flame, for they were divided 
from the seat of the explosion by the platform; nor could any visible effect of fire 
have been produced on the solid woodwork, owing to the rapidity with which such 
explosions invariably take place. “C. W. Sremens.”’ 





The parochial authorities subsequently applied to Mr. Barlow to examine 
the effects of the accident, and to explain its cause. His report sub- 
stantially confirms that of Mr. Siemens, The damage is estimated at 
from £700 to £800. 





THE METROPOLITAN GAS SUPPLY. 
WESTMINSTER DISTRICT BOARD OF WORKS. 


A Special Meeting of the Board was held at the Offices, Great Smith 
Street, Westminster, on Friday, the 23rd ult.—Mr. Mauvock in the chair— 
to receive the replies of the Chartered Gaslight Company and the Equitable 
Gaslight Company to the communications directed by the board on the 9th 
of November relative to lighting the public lamps in that district, and to 
come to such determination thereon as might be deemed expedient. 

The CLERK read the correspondence which had taken place with the com- 
panies since the last meeting. The Chartered Company, in their communica- 
tion, stated that they should adhere to the terms already intimated by them 
—viz, for lamps burning 2} feet of cannel gas per hour, £4. 1s. per annum, 
including the cost of lighting, extinguishing, repairing, painting, and clean- 
ing; the lamps to be lighted during the winter from sunset to sunrise, and 
in the summer half an hour later and earlier respectively. They also 
added, in respect to the conditions proposed by the board—viz., that the 
taps should be turned on full throughout the year, and that the board 
should be at liberty at any time to remove the burners to test the con- 
sumption—that as it was their intention well and effectually to light the 
public lamps, they could not consent to any such restrictions; and, as the 
contract was to be for twelve months only, they did not consider a more 
formal agreement than that letter and its acceptance necessary. The 
Equitable Company had replied, stating that they adhered to their former 
proposition. 

Mr. T. Horn moved that the proposition of the Chartered Company be 
accepted. In doing so, he said that he considered the offer a very fair one, 
and exceedingly advantageous to the parish. 

Mr. Roperts seconded the motion. 

Mr. Arntz explained that the calculation of the company, upon which 
Mr. Hughes remarked at the last meeting of the board, as to the price for 
23 feet of cannel gas was correct, taking the number of hours in the year 
during which the lamps would be lighted. 

Mr. Exxiorr said it was all very well for the company to offer to give 2} 
feet of gas per hour; but, unless the condition was inserted that the taps 
should be turned on full, it would entirely depend upon the quantity of 
Leer which the lamplighter might have drunk during the day whether the 
lamps were so adjusted as to secure to the public the amount of light for 
which they paid. He appealed to the surveyor whether it was possible to 
determine the consumption unless the taps were turned on full. 

Mr. Arntz said no doubt it was a more difficult operation to tell the 
consumption when the burner was not fully on, but it was not an impossible 
one. If the company consented to have the taps fully on, they would have 
to place a regulator on each burner. 

Mr. Dovecury thought it was of little consequence, as the board would 
only be in the company’s hands for twelve months. 

Mr. Rocers said the board were not in the company’s hands at all, be- 
cause they might have a meter to each lamp. 

The CHAIRMAN thought that persons who were in the habit of investi- 
gating such matters would have no difficulty in ascertaining the actual 
consumption of the lamps. He believed, also, that the gas company, who 
had hitherto acted in a very honourable manner, would not now descend to 
an attempt to deceive the board. 

Mr. Tuomas Horn said, when it was thought necessary for the purpose 
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tain the actual cons ion of the lamps; there was no difficulty even sug- 
a The. Cha Comps were. laying. down enormous . mains 

ugh the-district, so.that.in:future the. would be. more uniform; 
and ast was clear they were: doing all they could to serve the public,-he 
considered it was ungenerous to entertain suspicions that they would violate 


.| the terms of any contract they entered into with the board. 


Mr. Rocers said the new: Act of Parliament provided that the board 
might burn. by meter if they liked; and, if they did. not choose to adopt that 
plan; there«was no. help for it.. 

Mr: Ex.iorr considered the proposition to burn by meter:was impracti- 
cable, and’it was only throwing dust in their eyes to-talk about it. 

Mr. Roasrs: Your delegates were perfectly satisfied with the clause. 

The Cuairmaw: Let:us remember that hitherto we. have had no com- 
plaints fronva-single.individual in reference to the 
the company have got an Act: of ‘Parliament with which they appear to be 
rere they. will not, I am sure, act in a different way to what they have 

‘ore done. 

After some further conversation;.the-:motion was put and agreed to, with 
one dissentient. 

Mf: Scupamere moved; and Mr: D, TY ded, the acceptance of 
the offer of the Equitable Company; for 44 feet of common gas per hour, at 
£4. 2s..64. each lamp. per annum, inclusive of lighting, repairing, &c., whic 


was agreed. to. 
COST:OF! THE METROPOLIS ‘GAS ACT. 
Mr. Rogers inquired of the.clerk whether he had received any: communi- 
cation from the Metropolitan: Board, in reference to the taxation of the costs 
in obtaining the Metropolis Gas Act ? 








The CLEREm said he had not. 
Mr. Roars: said, —. one.-of the del (Mr. Deakin) present, he 
would ask whether the delegates had carried in any other charges, in refer- 


ence to this matter, than those contained in Mr: Wyatt's bill? 

Mr. Deaxay said, in wee oe of .a. resolution passed by this board, 
abeut three: months ago, by which the acts of the delegates appeared to be 
repudiated, he had foreborne from attending any further meetings of that 
body, and therefore could give no answer‘to the question of the solicitor. 
In fact, he considered, after the resolution of the board, that the functions 
of the delegates were at an end.. 

Mr. Roeers: Then is it a disti tanding, to be-entered onthe 
minutes of the board, that the functions of the delegates have ceased? 

Mr. Deaxin: I understood the board to. express that opinion, and there- 
fore I have not attended. their meetings. 


+ a 





blic lamps, and now. 








Report onoTHE-Gas or Tre Sitrrer: Company:—aAt the last meetin 
of the St. Olave’s District Board ‘of ‘Works, Dr Vinen, the medical offiter:o 
health, presented the following report :— 


‘ To'the Board of Works for St. Olave’s District. 
 Gentlemen,—I beg to present the -f img report ‘on the gas supplied to the 
district during the three weeks ending November the 3rd,' 10thy and 17th respee- 
tively :—Number of observations ; 2,4.and4. Maximum light in candles; 1337, 
14, and 14°63. Minimum light in candles; 12°21, 12°66,,and 13°07. Averagelight ; 
12°79, 13°13, and 14-05, The per centage of hydrocarbons indicates an illuminating 
power nearly in accordance withthe. above. statement... I have found one per cent. 
ofcarbonic acid and strong traces of the existence of ammonia. The maximum 
pressure indicated by the register was three inches, which continues but about half- 
an-hour when the gas is first turned op inithe evening; the imum pressure was 
7-10ths of an inch, the ordinary pressure was from 1 inch to 1 3-10ths,—I am, Gen- 
tlemen, your obedient servant, 
** Nov. 19, 1860.” *¢ J. Norrucorr VINEN. 
Mr: Walker moved, and Mr. Langley seconded, that a letter be written to 
the gas company, pointing out the, still existing presence.of ammonia in the 
gas, and informing them that the necessary gr sy would be taken 
under the Act of Parliament to secure the supply of ree therefrom, un- 
less the company:removed the cause.of coanpiala t.—-Carried. 


GLYCERINE AS A SUBSTITUTE FOR WATER IN Gas-Merers.—Among the 
many useful applications of glycerine few have surpassed, in practical 
utility, the substitution of glycerine for water in gas-meters. The incon- 
veniences attendant on the use-of water in gas-meters are, as is well known, 
very great. Its evaporation during summer, and its congelation during 
winter, rendered it most desirable-to substitute a fluid on which extremes 
of temperature should havenosuch influence. M. Barresvill has discovered, 
and has adopted as a substitute, a solution of glycerine, which he finds is 
not affected either by extreme heat of summer or by the greatest amount 
of cold to which gas-meters may, under ordinary circumstances, be sub- 
jected during the winter months. The results obtained from a series of ex- 
periments prove that it is only necessary to employ a solution of glycerine, 
of such a degree of concentration that it shall contain from 40 to 45 
cent. of anhydrous glycerine, which solution will have a density of from 
1°105 to 1°117, in order that those inconveniences which are attendant on 
the use of water may be entirely surmounted. A gas-meter, in which a 
solution of glycerine, having a density of 16° Baume, was employed, has 
been for some time in use; and, although the temperature during last winter 
fell to 26° Centigrade below zero, the consumption of gas.was most accn- 
rately registered. 
























































































































TO GAS COMPANIES, 


Mechanic, aged 25, is desirous of 
finding a permanent situation as MAIN and 

SERVICE-LAYER. Has apractical knowledge of the 

repairing of Meters, Gas-fitting, &c. Six years good 

character from a similar situation. 

Address, stating particulars, Z. Z., No. 62, Upper 

North Place, Gray’s Inn Road, LoNDON. 





—_——__ ~- = 
Wrice Current. 
CASTINGS, per Ton. | COALS, rer Ton. 
i ° | Newcastie.—Unscreened. Scotch Cannel. 
Average Weight of Cast-Iron Gas-Pipes, per Yard. | Whitwell Primrose .......... +. 68, 90, | Boghead, at Leith.........+++++ 458.0d, 
aE TTT ae eS Oa - — | Medomsley, Eighton Moor, an Kirkness, best..... peecccece eves 0 
1jin. | 2in. = 3 in. |= 5in, | 6in. ea 8 in. | 9in. | 10in. | 12 in. |  Burnhope..... ae aa sesceoe 7 O | Capeldrae, ey veeees ove = : 
ee eh ae eee ae paeees 9 _ | Pelaw-..... Ncube sed eneceetees owe 2 ue 2h: secece eres 
16 21 28.! 33 51 70 89 | 107: | 126 149 177 08 lbs | New Pelton, \Peareth, South | rs vig t-te ioe -2 : 
Yorkshire, | elaw, Washington Hutton gy EMD oe ee ee eee 
Retail Pri 5to10 t — Derbyshire, | and South:Peareth.,........-. 7 6 | qeUiSWOM -revereeressersereees 27 6 
poate. percent. | rondon. Glasgow Poe Wales. ond a0 79 oe eae see enerereceees eee 18 0 
. e Staff rn See HOO eee Knig! eee eee eee eeeetee 
— Ramsay’s Newcastle Cannel.... 16 0 | Pirmie.........cccessecsecceees 15 0 
Sis. dj] £8. d.|/8 8. d.j/S 8. d.| £8. d 
Pig Iton, No. 1 ee ees. (35 0/212 6/212 6/3 0 o/s 5 oO | FREIGHTS, 
and-2 inches Socket-Pipes....;7.0 0/6 0 0/6 5 0/610 0 | Coastwise—N: tle.—P, ’ Foreign.— . 
2jand3 ,, ” -++-/ 6110 0/510 0/515 0/6 0 0) 6 5 O | Chatham & Rochester.. vig Boulogne and Calais —— . £9 150 
4 and5. ,, ” oon 6 0 015 0:0/5 5.01510 OF 51510 | rk.. s 10 6 jona.. . 24100 
6insand upwards ;, vueef 5.15 0/415 015.0015 50] 510.0 | Dover 3%o |Secdues *15 00 
Retorts, 1st fusion, hot blast....| 5 10 0 | 410 0/415 0/5 00) 5 5 0 | Dublin "11: 6 | Cadiz:..... ‘17-00 

» and ,, cold», ....,610 0/55 0/510 0/6 00/6 5 0 | Exeter Quay 10 6 | Copenhagen 12 00 
Tank Plates, § thick and above..| 6.0 0'5 0 0!5 5 01510 0: 510 0 | Folest ** "8 0 | Die “11 00 
ES | oe . PPC ..4.. . 

| London on sanegweiey:e 8 9 Genoa .., . 23 00 
WROUGHT-IRON TUBING, Lowestoft & Yarmouth ......... 5 3 | Hamburg 13 00 
Subyect to.40 per . oa | Sime wsensesteseoossnses cones jee os vseeenenn 5. 15 0 
, cent. Discount. | Portamouth:.......csccccccscces ORNOTR..ccccccsccsecces eee 10 0 
—— 7 | PRymoubhh'. ....ccccccccccce ooce 10" OC | TAREE ccccce oecces cocccccccone 17° OO 
| 2in, |14 in. 1} in, | lin. | gin, | gin. | Ramsgate & Margate ..... vooee SO) IME. cocceescecssenses 2 00 
| = : os. ns Whitetable:....++.. vevseens wees : : Stettin ane i ace tgewemiaaees 23° 
| 8 d.| 8s. d.| s. d.] 5s. d./ s. d. lo | Weymouth ...c.ccccccccce eovce rieste & Venice.....,.. £23 to 0 
SUNN TAR AERinn, Seas StS, pert 1 8 1 0; 0 ot z : : : at 7 
6in.to 18in.,each; 3 0} 2 0} 1 SUND ; 
Connecting-Pieces, or Long Serews.......| 3 6| 2 3| 2 0/)1 6; 1 2/011 , . RIES 
Bends, Springs, and Elbows—wroughtiron; 3 9/ 2 3) 1 9; 1 0/ 010)0 8 Best Newcastle Fire-bricks......... Hevea se coscees per 1000. 50s.0d. 
Tees, wrought or cast ..........e000 eceo] 4 OF 3 6] 3 OF 1 6} 1 1/010 Cliff’s Fire-bricks, at-Wortley ............ coerce per1000 55 6 
Crosses, wrought Or Cast......scccecseecs| 4 6) 3 0) 2 6) 2 0) 1 6 : 2 a enn veenagagg at seamdier cecrecese él ° : 
TRON OG... 000 .cccccees pesenwneneeered 117 6] 9 6] 7 6| 4 6] 3 8 6 | ire-clay WED 6 b0enscescesesscs per foot run, 5s. 6d. 

9» __ With brass plug......... eocvee {28 0)16 0 13 0| 7 0| 5 6 4 6 | Tough Cake Copper ...per ton £102 10s. | Foreign Spelter......-per ton £20 00 
Diminishing Sockets, Caps, Plugs, and} 1 3] 0 9] 0 8; 0 6; 0 5} 0 4 | English PigLead....... on 1 5 {English Block Tin .... 5, 13600 
PER OEOU, oc cccnccccseccsees {Nipples} 1 0}.0. 8} 0 7| 0 5} 0 4; 0 3 | WelchBarIron,inLondon ,, GCAISO'] DOMES... occccccccccce 7 135 10 0 
PND conccevctsecens-cdeseeee '15 0:14 0113 6113. 0)12 0) — Tarred Rope Yarn..,...+...+. Covccercccccccoece per cwt. 26s,0d. 

Advertisements. 


A DDISON POTTER, 
WILLINGTON QUAY, 
NEAR NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE, 


Manufacturer of Clay Retorts, Fire Bricks,and every: | 
description of Fire Clay Goods. 





TO GAS COMPANIES AND PROPRIETORS: 


WANTED, the entire. or partial 
MANAGEMENT. ofa. Provincial Gas- Work, 
or LEASE-of one; or the Advertiser would advance 
£500 to £1000 to. enlarge any existing Work, and take 
proportionate profit and share of management. 
Address by letter to A. B. B., care of Messrs. CHE 
VALIER and Co., 12, Bell Yard, Temple Bar, LONDON. 








"ANTED by. the Advertiser, aged 
32, Married, a Situation.as MANAGER of 
Gas-Works in the Conntry. Has for several years 
filled a similar situation. Understands practically the 
setting of Retorts, carbonizing and distribution of Gas, 
laying of Mains and Services, Fitting, &c. Is a good 
Penman, and ‘has a fair knowledge of Accounts, Sa- 
lary, about 25s. per week, with residence, &c. 
Address ©. P. C., care of Mr. W. B. Kine, 11, Bolt 
Court, Fleet Street, Lonpox, E.C. 


ferences. 





GLaseow. 





, & Situation as. Under- 
, ENGINEER in a large Gas-Work, or as 
MANAGER of a Country Gas-Work, where the salary | 
is not less than £150 per annum. The Advertiser has 
filled similar situations, and can give first-class Re- 


Apply,to Perse DrumMonp, 10, Stanhope Street, | 


GAS MANAGER WANTED, 


| WANTED, for the Town of Kells, 
a person qualified to MANAGE the Gas- 

Works there. A 

He must be a Gas-fitter, aud able to repaix Meters, 
lay Mains, Services, Sc., and be able to show satisface 
tory Testimonials as to character and previous. em 
| ployment. 

Apply to J. Epmunpson- and Co., 34, 35, and. 36, 
| Capel Street, DUBLIN. 















































Deez 4, 1860.) 
7} EMOVAL—F: J. CANNINGS; | 


ACCOUNTANT and AUDITOR, has removed | 
to 17, Kine Street, CHEAPSIDE. Gas Companies’ 
Accounts written up and balanced periodically at fixed 
annual ch .. Mrs Cannings having had long ex- 

erience as Accountant to one of the London Gas 
Sompanies, is well versed in the peculiarities of Gas 
Companies’ Accounts, and will contract to keep, super- 
intend, balance, or audit, the Books of Companies in 
the metropolis or any provincial town. 











TO GAS COMPANIES: AND OTHERS. 
THe: HANSOBR begs:to inform Gas. 
Companies, Contractors and Others, that he 
has invented and Patented a New Method of Manufac- 
turing Gas from Coals, which will yield the following 
important advantages—viz., NO formationof CARBON | 
in the Retorts; Bisulphide of Carbon will NOT be 
generated; an increase of Gas, with greater illumi- 
nating power, and the Coke uninjured ; saving of Fuel, 
Labour, and Retorts, with other advantages. 

Estimates for the Erection of New Works, or the 
alteeation of old arrangements, on application to the 
INVENTOR; at No. 2, Portland Place; Wandsworth 
Road, LONDON; or to: Mr, Witson, Engineer, Unity 
Buildings, 8; Cannon Street, Lonpon, E.C. 


ILLIAM BLEWS AND SONS’ , 
* IMPROVED MACHINE-MADE BURNERS, 
WROUGHT-IRON BATSWINGS, 
For RAttway STATIONS AND MARKETS, 
GAS-FITTINGS, CHANDELIERS, 
BRASS AND IRON TUBES OF EVERY KIND, 
SUPPLIED ON THE BEst TERMS, 
AT THE WorRKS, 
9,10, 11, BARTHOLOMEW STREET, 
BIRMINGHAM. 


AMES NEWTON, 
(Established 1820,) 
FIRE-BRICK AND TILE MERCHANT, 
Wholesale and for Exportation, 
FALCON DOCK, 78 anp 79, BANKSIDE, 
SOUTHWARK, LONDON. 

Drrét for STOURBRIDGE ann NEWCASTLE 
FIRE-BRICKS, LUMPS, TILES, and CLAY, 
and every Article suitable for 


GAS AND WATER WORKS. | 











GPs Stoves; Gas Baths, Gas Cooking 
APPARATUS, warranted the best in England, | 
at Pir1Li1ps's, the original inventor and manufacturer, 
and general gas-fitter, &c., 55, Skinner Street, Snow | 
Hill, Lonpown,; E.C. | 

PATENT SAFETY ATLAS CHANDELIERS, Sun 
and Star Burners, Outside Lamps, Patent Reflecting 
Lamps, Portable Coppers for either Gas or Fuel. Iron 
Tube and Fittings. Best quality for Gas, Steam, or 
Hot Water, &c. &e. 


PROPRIETORS OF 

BEST CLASS=HOUSE POT AND CRUCIBLE CLAY. 

MANUFACTURERS OF 
FIRE BRICKS, GAS RETORTS,; &C, 
AMBLECOTEB Fire CLAY AND BRICK WoRKS, 
STOURBRIDGE. 
Late in the oceupation of I. and W. King. 
Originally J. Pidcock, Esq. 





ALTER MABON, Engineer, 


NB. A quantity of best Clay Retorts in stock, viz.— 
ARDWICK IRON WorKS, FAIRFIELD STREET 
MANCHESTER, 


Circulars, 14 inches, 15 inches. 16 inches. 
D’s, 1612, 15x14, 2016, 16x18. 
Manufacturer of 

IRON TANKS for Gasholders, Railway Stations, &c. 

GASUOLDERS.—Extensive premises at Gorton, 
solely for the manufacture of Gasholders, and other 
heavy Wrought-Iron Structures: 

GAS APPARATUS.—W. M. hasanextensive assort- | 
ment of patterns for Purifiers from 4 feet to 15 feet 
square, algo round ones from 4 feet to 10 feet diameter; | 
Scrubbers, Condensers, Washers, Columns, Girders, | 
and Tripod Patterns, suitable for Gasholders, from 
10 feet to 150 feet diameter, either Single-lift or Tele- | 
scope. Contractor for Gas Works of any Magnitude, | 
Designs, Specifications, and Estimates furnished. 

WROUGHT and CAST IRON ROOFS for Railway 
Stations, Gas Works, Warehouses, and Sheds, pre- 
pared for Slates or for Corrugated Iron. 

IRON HOUSES, either for Dwelliugs, Marufac- 
tories, or Public Buildings. 

PIPESand VALVES;for Gasand Water, from2 inches 
to 48 inches bore. 





TO GAS COMPANIES AND GAS-WORKS 
CONTRACTORS. 
IMPROVED MODE OF GAS MAKING, 


PATENTED IN GREAT BRITAIN, Xc., BY 


R. GEORGE WALCOTT, 
24, ABCHURCH LANE, LONDON. 
ADVANTAGES: 

The whole of the Furnace Fire is. used, none being 
lost by reverse'sides of flues or against covering arch 
of oven, which is not even required. The construction 
of the Retort is durable with. great strengh—an ar- 
‘ wy weer ieee ad any Carbon encrusting the inside 
of Retorts is-easily removed. 

Now Working at. the Banbury Gas-Works, Oxford- 
shire, St. Ives Gas-Works, Huntingdonshire. 





| Gas, showed no perceptible indi 


SHREWSBURY Gaslight 


WANTED, immediately, 


ny: 


an experienced 


MANAGER and SECRETARY for the Shrewsbary 


Gas-Works. Proposed salary,£200 per annum. Secu- 
rity will be required. A Clerk will be kept under the 
Manager, to assist in preparing and collecting the 
accounts, 


Applications, with Testimonials, to be sent in,.ad- | 


dressed “*’'o the Chairman of the Board of Directors, 

Gas-Office, St. Mary’s Street, SHREWSBURY,” 

before Saturday, the lst of December next. 
Shrewsbury, Nov. 8, 1860: 





HITEHOUSE and.00., Boiler and 
GASHOLDER MAKERS, 
GLOBE PATENT TUBE WORKS, 
WEDNESBURY, 


Beg to draw the attention of Engineers and Managers 
of Gas Works to the ‘superior quality of the Article 
they manufacture, both in respect of the iron employed, 


and the perfect manner in.which it 1s welded; in. | 


on or | 


proof of which they can refer to the testimonials of the | 


most eminent Gas Engineers, and the experience-of 


| theprincipal of thelarge Gas Companies ofthe kingdom, 


Orders promptly executed. 


T° Mr. BENJAMIN WHITEHOUSE, 
GASHOLDER MAKER, 
WESTBROMWICH, near. BIRMINGHAM. 
Sir,—I feel great pleasure in expressing my satisfac- 
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HOMAS W ALLSOPP, 
GAS ENGINEER AND CONTRACTOR. 
CASTLE DONINGTON, NEAR DERBY, 
Manufacturer of every description of 
Gas Apparatus, Gasholders, Boilers,. &c. 


JAMES FERGUSON and CO., Lessees 

of the Auchinheath and Craignethan Gas Coal- 
fields (the most extensive and valuable in the parish of 
Lesmahago), respectfully intimate to:the Managers of 
Gas-Works and Consumers of Gas Coal, that they are 
prepared to ship the best quality of the above well- 
known COALS at Glasgow or Leith; and also to deliver 
them at the railway stations uponyomeennected with, 
the Caledonian Railway, to any extent*which may be 
required, 

Price, free on board, or delivered at.the railway sta- 
tions, may be Jearned by addressing James. Ferguson 
and Ce., Gas-Coal Works, Lesmahaga. 

Shipping Agent for Glasgow: 
MR. ALEXANDER. STRATTON; 
159, West GRonGe:sTRERT: 











GAS PURIFYING BY: REWIVIFEABEE! OXIDE 
OF MANGANESE 


VE. LAMING (Inventor of the 


Revivified Oxide of Iron Purification) begs to 


| inform Gas Engineers that they may now rye the 


‘| material in general use by A REVIVIFIAB 


tion at the manner in which you discharged your , 


duties as CONTRACTOR for the TELESCOPIC GAS- 
HOLDER, 150 feet diameter and 60 feet deep, erected 


| at this Company’s Nine Elm Station in 1857. From 


that period to the present I have closely watched its 


| working, and have never found the least defect either 


in workmanship or material. 
During the recent heavy gales the’ Gasholder, 
although containing upwards of 1,000;000 cubic feet of 
ions of itsinfl . 
but worked as freely and easily as usual. 
RICHARD JONES. 
Engineer to the London Gaslight Company. 





MAKER and CONTRACTOR 
For Tanks, Roofs, Purifiers, Condensers, Ereetion 
and Alteration of Works and every description of 


| GAS APPARATUS. 


PrRovipENce IRoN WorkKs, 
MILL WALL, POPLAR. LONDON, E. 
Main Laying and Gas-Works erected complete. 





BELGIAN CLAY RETORTS. 
LBERT KELLER, Ghent.—The 


removal of the import daties.on Earthenware 
permitting the entry of Clay Retorts into England, 
Albert Keller, of Ghent, begs to draw the attention of 
the Gas Companies of London, and other Cities, to 
the very superior quality of the RETORTS manue 
factured by him, They can.be made of any size, in one 
piece, and of any form. ‘The price will bein proportion 
to the weight, and very moderate in comparison to 
their value. 
Communiations, addressed to ALBERT KELLER, 
GHENT, will receive immediate attention. 


EONI’S Patent Adamas Gas- 
BURNERS (secured by: Hor Majesty’s Royal 
Letters Patent), are entirely free from liability to 
CORROSION, injury from Heat, or danger of Frac- 
ture, and are UNALTERABLE in the dimensions of 
their Apertures. 

Uniformity in the consumption of Gas is obtained 
by the process of manufacture, which ensures that the 
Burners shall be of precisely similar pattern. 

The Adamas Burners are tly r 
to Gas-Fitters, Consumers, and Companies. 

Sole Manufacturer and Patentee in Great Britain, 





ded 








E OXIDE 
OF MANGANESE of his preparing, which in efficacy 
is at least equal, and in economy superior, to Oxide of 
Iron. Owing to the greater chemical activity of Man- 
ganese,common dry-lime purifiers of ordinary capacity 
will often be amply sufficient for it, though they may 
be too small for the Oxide of Iron material. 

For Gas-Works possessing steam power, more 
especially such as are exposed to public complaint, 
Mr, Laming re ds the purification to be done 
either wholly or in part (depending on extent of appa- 
ratus) in out-of-doors scrubbers, hermetically sealed, 
by meansot his liquid process, which is both economical, 
and meets all practical requirements, 

118, Fenchurch Street, Aug. 1, 1859. 








PLANT OF GAS-WORKS. 


Jp ESS2S. Fuller and Horsey are 

instructed to SELL by AUCTION on Monday, 
Dec. 17, at 12, on the Premises adjoining the East Lon- 
don Soap Workz, Old Ford Road, or Marsh Gate Lane, 
Bow, on the River Lea, the PLANT of the GAS- 
WORKS; including 44 Stourbridge Fire-clay Retorts, 
many of them quite new, with Iron Mouth Plates, 
Cast-Iron Pipes and Cross-Heads, Brick Fixing, &c., 
14-inch Flanged Hydraulic Main, 76 feet, 3000 new 
Stourbridge. Fire-Bricks, two Cast-Iron Condensers, 
15 Rack and Screw Valves, Exhauster, Circular Cast- 
Iron Purifier, three Square Wrought-Iron ditto, in 
Cast-Iron Cases, three wrought-Iron Gasometers, in 
Cast-Iron Tanks, each 36 ft. 6 in. diameter, 12 ft. high, 
with Columns, a» Wrought-Iron Gasometer in Cast- 
Iron: Tank, 45 ft. diameter, 22 ft. 6 in. high (in Arundel 
Street, Bethnal Green), a 4-horse power High-Pressure 
Steam-Engine and Boiler, line of Shafting, Fittings of 
Smith’s Shop, Forge, Bellows, Anvil, Bolts, Nuts, 
Rivets, and various Stores; also, a 4-in. Cast-Iron 
Main-Pipe, extending from the: Bow Station of the 
Eastern Counties Railway to Shoreditch; and various 
other effects. 

To be viewed on Saturday previous to the Sale, or at 


| any time by special order, which, with printed Cata- 


logues, may be had of Messrs, FULLER and Horsgy, 
BILLITER STREET, EC. 





METROPOLITAN' BOARD OF’ WORKS. 
MAIN DRAINAGE OF METROPOLIS. 
MIDOLE-LEVEL SEWER, 

Builders and Contractors expe- 


i T rienced in TUNNEL WORKS.—The Metro- 


| politan Board of Works hereby give notice, that they 


S. Leoni, Adamas Works, St. Paul Street, New North | 


Road, Lonpon, N. 





JAMES OAKES and CO., 
ALFRETON IRON WORKS, DERBYSHIRE, 
AND 


| WENLOCK IRON WHARF, 20. WHARF ROAD, 


CITY ROAD, LONDON, 
Beg to inform Gas and Water Companies and the public, 
that they keep in stock in London a the CASTINGS 
in general use in Gas and Water Works, including 


| best cold-blast Iron Retorts, Socket and Flange Pipes 


of ali sizes, Pends, Branches, Syphons, Lamp Columns 
of various patterns, &c. 

N.B.—Orders for Cast-iron Tanks, Girders, Columns, 
Cylinders, and all irregular castings, will have immedi- 
ate attention. 

OnARLES Hors.ey, Agent. 

C. H. is prepared to carry out the warming.and ven- 
tilation of public buildings, &c. ; also civil engineering 
in general, 


TO GAS COMPANIES AND CONTRACTORS, 


FOR Sale, several lengths of Hydraulic 
MAIN, 14 inches diameter and 6 feet 9 inches 
long, with 7 holes for DIP-PIPES. 
Also-4-inch ASCENSION+PIPES, and 3-inch ARCH 


| willing 


will MEET in the Council Chamber, Guildhall, in the 
City of London, on Friday, the Zlst day of December, 
at I'welve o’clock at noon precisely, and will then be 
prepared to open TENDERS by parties. who may be 
to CONTRACT for the CONSTRUCTION of 


| MAIN BRICK SEWERS, 12 miles 1280 feet in length, 
| or thereabouts (33,862 feet of this length being in 
| Tunnel), and for the execution of other works in con- 


nexion therewith (including certain works already 


| executed, either wholly or in part referred to in the 
| Specification), to extend from a point between the 


Northern High-Level Sewer, east of Sir George 
Duckett’s Canal, and the western arm of the Counter’s 
Creek Main Sewer, near Kensal Green, in the county 
of Middlesex. 

The Contractor is to make himself acquainted with 
the nature, extent, and condition of the Works already 
executed, either wholly or in part referred to in the 
Special Clauses of the Specification above mentioned, 
and to satisfy himself upon all points and matters cone 
nected therewith, or in relation thereto, to enable him 
to make the requisite allowances or charges, as circum- 
stances may require, in framing his Estimate for the 
whole of the Works comprised in the said Specification, 

Parties desirous of submitting Tenders may, upon 
payment of £3, obtain Plans, Sections, Specification, 
Form of Tender, and other perticulars, on applica- 
tion to Mr. J. W. BAZALGETTE, Engineer of the Board, 


| at the Office of the Board, between the hours of Nine 


and DIP-PIPES,and RETORT MOUTHPIECES, all | 


in excellent condition, and will be sold at avery low 
price, and delivered, if required, at any Railway Station 
in London, 

To be seen, on application to the ENGINEER, at the 
Equitable Gas Company's Works, 
PIMLICO. 


Lupus Street, 


asm., and Four p.m, 

Tenders addressed to the Metropolitan Board of 
Works, must be delivered at the Office-of the Board, 
No. 1, Greek Street, Sono, before Four o’clock p.m. 
on Thursday, the 20th day of December, 1860, and no 
Tender will be received after that hour, 

The Board do not bind themselves to accept the 
lowest or any Tender, and the party whose Tender 
shall be accepted will be required to provide two ap- 
proved sureties for the due performance of the works, 

Joun POLLARD, Clerk of the Board, 

No. 1, Greek Street; Soho, Nov. 29, 1860. 
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PERRENS & HARRISON, 


Tue LYE FIRE-CLAY ann BRICK-WORKS, STOURBRIDGE, 
Successors to the late firm of J. and W. KING, 
and Sole Proprietors of their well-known CLAY MINES, are prepared to supply 
GAS-RETORTS, CLIFT’S PATENT GAS-OVENS and FIRE-BRICKS 
OF ALL DESCRIPTIONS, 
the superior quality of which will, they are confident, secure them further orders. 





BRYAN DONKIN & CO. 
keep always on stock their 
IMPROVED GAS VALVES 
from 2 inches to 18 inches, price lls. 6d. to 13s. 6d. per inch diameter 


List of prices, with full dimensions of all sizes up to 27 inches, to be 
had un application. 


These Valves are all proved to 30 lbs. on the square inch before leaving 
the works. 
BRYAN DONKIN & C0., 
ENGINEERS, 
NEAR GRANGE ROAD, BERMONDSEY. 





BEST AND CHEAPEST SL 





UVICE-COCK. 





rf x 


a 


Above 3-inch diameter, price 10s. per inch. Brass face, 6d. per inch extra, 
Can be taken to pieces without being removed from the line of Piping. 


NORTH WILTS FOUNDRY, DEVIZES. 


Wholesale Agents, Messrs. 8. and E. RANSOME, 31, Essex Street, Strand, E.C., 
Where a Sample may be seen. 





WALTER FORD, 


LATE 
PADDON and FORD, 
GAS-METER AND APPARATUS WORKS, 


GRAY’S INN ROAD, LONDON. 
MANUFACTURER OF WET AND DRY GAS-METERS, STATION-METERS, 
, GOVERNORS, &c. &e. 

A large number of STATION*METERS, up to 80,000 feet i i 
, A per hour (being by far the largest in use), and 
GOVERNORS for MAINS, up to 24 inches, have been constructed 43 Paddon and Ford. These 7 ron 

and Governors possess peculiar advantages as regards strength and freedom of action. 

Sole Manufacturer of PADDON’S PATENT STREET-LAMP REGULATORS, for insuring 


any required consumption. These Regulators are in general and i i i 
Geciapasies Uke lac tne te ecard tome. g nd increasing use, and references can be given to 


* EDWIN DIXON, 


WOLVERHAMPTON PATENT WROUGHT-IRON TUBE WORKS 
Originally established in 1833, ‘ 
Manufacturer of Gas and other Tubes, Fittings, — of every description belonging to Gas, Water, or 
eam. 


PRIZE MEDAL 
awarded to this Manufacture by the COUNCIL of the GREAT ENGLISH EXHIBITION of 1851; and from 


he latter date has supplied many towns exclusively with GALVANIZED and other Tubes f 
Water, under GOVERNMENT ENGINEERS, i ini aetints 


__A City, containing 150,000 inhabitants, 
has | been entirely supplied with Tubes made at the above-named Works, and several others with 
populations nearly as great; in fact, the reputation now acquired induces this notice to the public. 
Large Stocks generally on hand, averaging from one to three hundred thousand feet. 
HYDRAULIC PRESS TUBES, 


to resist 6000 lbs. and upwards to the square inch, extensively manufactured. 


STOCK DIES and SCREWING TACKLE 


of the best possible descripton. 
Every Tube carefully tested with Hydraulic Pressure before leaving the Works. 


F. & C. OSLER, 
45, OXFORD STREET, LONDON; 


Manufactory—Broad Street, Birmingham— Established 1807, 


MANUFACTURERS OF GLASS CHANDELIERS, GLAS 
LUSTRES, TABLE GLASS, &c. &c. ” wis 
ELEGANT CRYSTAL GLASS CHANDELIERS, for GAS, from £4 upwards 


(Made from ‘‘RgGIsTERED’’ Desians), with GLAss BRANCH 3 
for DRAWING-ROOMS and Meananene. The more ade io eee 
private dwellings has induced Messrs. OsLER to direct their particular atten- 
tion to the manufacture of this clas: of articles—which, with a view to their 
general adoption, are offered at very moderate prices. Purchasers can select from 
a great variety of patterns, to which additions are being constantly made. 


HEATRES, CONCERT, ASSEMBLY, AND BALL Rooms 
ON THE LowEst TERMS. : sama ian 





E. D. had the honour of receiving the 
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Brierley IRON WORKS, 
CHESTER-LE-STREET, 
DURHAM. 
Manufactory for every description of Casting and 
Machinery for Gas Works and Water Works. 

Warehouse in London for Cast-iron Pipes and Con- 

nections of all sizes and in any quantity, Scott’s Wharf, 

Bankside, Southwark. 

. Office in London, Mr. E. M. Perkins, 78, Lombard 
treet. 


OHN ROGERSON and CO., 
NEWCASTLE-ON-TYNE & MIDDLESBRO’- 
ON-TEES. 
Wrought and Cast Iron Pipes, Cast-Iron Retorts, and 
all kinds of Foundry Work necessary for Gas-Works. 
Fire-Bricks and Clay Rétorts. Gas Coals of every 
description. Pig, Bar, and Plate Iron. 
‘ LoNDON HOUSE: 
12, ROYAL EXCHANGE BUILDINGS. 


GEORGE CUTLER & CO, 


GAS ENGINEERS, &e., 
London Gasholder and Boiler Works, 


8, WHaRF, WENLOCK Roap, City Roap, N., 
LONDON 








Rye, Nov. 12, 1860. 





Dear Sirs,—I ider it i 
you that the alterations recently made on the Rye Gas- 
Works—viz., the addition of a NEWLY-IMPROVED 


WASHER, and other work for the Purification of Gas, | | 


executed by the experienced workmen under your able 
supervision—are perfectly satisfactory to the Company, 
and the Gas is now as pure as it can be made. 
I am, dear Sirs, your obedient servant, 
CuaRLEs Tuomas, Superintendent, 
Rye Gas-Works. 
Messrs. Cutler and Co. 


ROUGHT-IRON Guides for Gas. 
HOLDERS, when Trussed upon scientific 
principles, are more capable of resisting strains, in 
every direction, than Cast Columns ofany form can be; 
and weigh enly one-fifth as much as the latter. 
Designs and Working Drawings for Guides and Ties 
can be obtained of the Inventor, CHARLES DIXON, 
C.E., Chichester, Sussex. 








GAS COAL, 


BEAL, WALKER, and CO., Coal and 

COKE MERCHANTS, No. 1, Walker’s Buildings, 
SHEFFIELD, beg to inform the Directors and Managers 
of Gas Companies, that they are in a position to con- 
tract for the supply of the different sorts of best Gas 
Coal, such as best Silkstone, Barnsley, and others, at 
the lowest prices, which may be had on application at 
the above Office. 


ALFRED PENNY, Engineer, 
WENLOCK IRON WORKS, 
WHARF ROAD, CITY ROAD, LONDON. 
Mr. Penny begs to inform Gas and Water Compa- 
nies that he undertakes the erection of new, or the 
alteration of existing, works; and that he may be con- 
sulted Cacenongy Ag all matters connected with gas and 
water supply. He is also prepared to supply best Cold- 
blast Retorts, Socket-Pipes, and Connections, Iron 
Borings, &c. &c., and all the necessary Castings used 
in Gas and Water-Works. 
*,* Country orders executed with care and despatch. 








Jostrr WILLCOCK 
(late BARLOW and CO.), 

Mechanical and Architectural Draftsman, Designer, 
Serveyor, an «Lithographer to Gas Engineers and Gas 
Apparatus Manufacturers, formerly Superintending 
Engineer at the largest Gas Apparatus Manufactory on 
the Continent. 

Patent and Designs Office, 89, Chancery Lane, 
Lonpon, W.C. 


EORGE ANDERSON, Gas and 


CONSULTING ENGINEER, 
104, LEADENHALL STREET, LONDON (E.C.). 
DIRECT-ACTING GAS-EXHAUSTERS, 


supplied either with or without Steam-Engines and 
Boilers. 


FOUR-WAY DIAPHRAGM VALVES, 
one of which answers the purpose of THREE ordi- 
nary Valves, as applied to Purifiers, or in shutting off 
and passing Station-Meters, Governors, or other ap- 
paratus, while the Connecting-Pipes are also much 


simplified. 
RETORT SETTINGS, 
designed to be heated by Tar alone, and with a total 
absence of Smoke. 
Illustrated circulars, giving references and every in- 
formation, may be obtained on application as above, 





ENJAMIN GIBBONS, Jun, 


DEEPDALE FIRE-CLAY & BRICK WORKS, 
Near DUDLEY, 


Manufacturer of every description of Fire-Bricks, 
Lumps, Quarries, Shields, Flue Covers, &c., to any size 
or shape required. 
FPIRE-CLAY RETORTS, 
TO MODEL OR DRAWING. 

B. G. begs to call the attention of Gas Companies to 
his Fire-Clay Retorts, which have been used with great 
satisfaction in some of the largest Gas-Works in the 
Metropolis and many Provincial Towns in England. 

References given, if required. 














bent on me to acquaint: 





























—_—_——_— 
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NO CHIMNEY WANTED 


FOR RICKETS & HAMMOND’S PATENT CALORIFERE GAS- 
STOVES, in Churches, Halls, or Shops; and for Conservatories, or any 
close apartment, a Pipe can be attached to carry away the burnt air. 





Dec. 4, 1860. | 
Wurm STEPHENSON &SONS, | 

THROCKLEY, 
NEWCASTLE-ON-TYNE, 
MANUFACTURERS oF EVERY DESCRIPTION or , 
FIRE BRICKS, CLAY RETORTS, LUMPS, TILES, 

&ce. &e. 
LONDON OFFICES: 
76, KING WILLIAM STREET, CITY. 

A large stock of Fire-Clay Goods always on hand in 
London, at the lowest wharf prices, at Messrs. 
Curistiz & Co.’s Wharf,64, Bankside, SouTHWARK. 

















ST and GREGSON, Gas-Meter 
MANUFACTURERS, &c. 
UNION STREET, OLDHAM. 

Station and Experimental Meters, Gas Pressure 
Registers, Gauges, Experimental Gasholders, Go- 
vernors, Slide Valves, &e. &c. 
W. and G. would respectfully call the attention of 
Gas Engineers and Managers to their Station-meters, | 
having made and erected the largest in use at the | 
present time, two of which may be seen at the Stock- 
port and Liverpool Gas Works, on application to the 


respective Engineers. AGAR STREET, STRAND, LONDON.—LIBERAL DISCOUNT TO THE TRADE. 


WILLIAM INGHAM AND SONS, 

















é 








W. INGHAM and SONS, having for many years been extensively engaged in the Manufacture of : 
, RETORTS AND FIRE-BRICKS FROM THE CELEBRATED WORTLEY FIRE-CLAY, 
beg to call especial attention to their RETORTS, which have for many seasons proved to be uusurpassed in quality by any in the Kingdom, their FREEDOM FROM 
CRACKS and‘ the ADHESION OF CARBON rendering them worthy the attention of all parties interested in the ahing of Gas. ° , 
The Works are of such magnitude as to ensure the prompt execution of orders to any extent. 


Estimates for Setting, or Bricklayers sent when required. 
GAS OVENS IN SEGMENTS OF EQUAL QUALITY. 


London Agents: CHADWICK and AKEROYD, Willington Stone Wharf, Regent’s Park Basin. 
A large stock of Pire-Bricks, Fire-Clay, Terra Cotta, and Drain-Pipes of all sizes kept in London at CHRISTIE & CO.— 
Wharf, 64, Bankside, Southwark, where all particulars of Prices, &c., may be obtained. 


N.B.—Exzport orders continue to have prompt attention. 


KING BROTHERS, 


STOURBRIDGE FIRE-BRICK AND RETORT WORKS, 


ee 












HEAD oR PIECE HEAD orn MOUTH PIECES 












SECTION 
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KING BROTHERS beg especially to call the attention of Gas Companies to the superiority of their Retorts, which are 
made from the celebrated STOURBRIDGE FIRE-CLAY. Mr. King has patented a Kiln for Burning Retorts, by which 
Patent all Cold Air is excluded from the Kiln while burning, thus rendering them 

FREE FROM CRACKS AND CORRECT IN FORM. 


By great care in Manufacturing, combined with the advantages in burning, a VERY SMOOTH SURFACE is obtained, 
rendering them less liable to carbonize. 


RETORT OVENS, FIRE-BRICKS, GUARDS, SADDLES, RABBITTED BURS, FLUES, AND QUARRIES, ARE ALL 
MANUFACTURED OF THE SAME QUALITY OF CLAY. 


Every Retort and Brick is branded “King Brothers, Stourbridge.” 


WILLIAM SUGG, 


MANUFACTURER OF 
PATENT DRY AND WATER GAS-METERS, TEST GASHOLDERS, AND APPARATUS, 


“EVANS’S” PHOTOMETERS, 


Experimental Meters, Minute Clocks, &c., Station Meters and Governors, 
STREET-LAMP GOVERNORS AND LAVA BURNERS, 




















19 and 20, MARSHAM STREET, WESTMINSTER. 











—————— 





‘THE SOURWAL OF :GAS. LIGHTING, WATER SUPPLY, & SANITARY IMPROVEMENT, 





0 
.C COMPANY, (LIMITED).—Works at nye 
Lea. Bri Northfieet, Pembroke, Pembroke Dock, 
Ware, and: Walton-on-Thames, producing a gas rental 
of about £6500 per annum. a 

Established for the erection of gas-works in provincial 
towns, or the purchase or leasing of existing works on 
equitable terms. Application to be made to the En- 
gineer to the Company, Mr. H. P. SrgPHENSON, 58, 


PALL MALL. 


IGHTON MOOR GAS COALS.— 

Parties wishing to be supplied»with these first- 
class Gas Coals will please to apply to Mr. MATTHEW 
Nespit, E1gHTON Moor OFFICE, NBWCASTLE-UPON- 
TyNe&. These coals are well known as among the 
richestin gas,and working the roundest on the River 
Tyne. They are extensively used by metropolitan gas 


works. 

EORGE BOWER, 
1GA3 “ENGINEER, MANUFACTURER, 
“AND, CONTRACTOR, 

‘ST. ‘NEOT’S, HUNTS. 
References to between 100 and 200 Gas-Works De- 
signed arid Erected by the Advertiser. 











Manufacturers of all sizes of Cast-Iron Main Pipes, by 
animproved Patent, General Ironfounders, Gas En- 
gineers, and Wrought-Iron Tube Makers. 


SHEEN, Gas and Railway 

¢ Lantern Maker, 904, Holborn Hill, begs to 

inform Managers of Gas-Works, &c., that she con- 

tinues to contract and supply Lanterns on reasonable 
terms, and keep them in repair by the year. 








788 
UNTY and General Gas Consumers OBERT MACLAREN and 00.,/ 20 GAS-METER MANUFACTURERS AND 





TO GAS COMPANIES, 


QTOKERS’ 


lls. per Dozen. 
S, CARPENTER, 3, Bow ComMON. 





SCOTCH BOGHEAD AND PIRNIE, for | 
Manufacturing Gas and Oils. 

Analyses, and other particulars supplied on applica- | 

tion to 


Export Coat OFFices, &c., 


EMANUEL TURNER and CO., 
34, CASTLE STREET, LIVERPOOL. | 


GLOVES, 


“Jos 


Wwiean Gas Cannel and Coals, also | 


— 
[Dec. 4, 1860. | 
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TH | 
. . 1 
HE Undersigned hereby caution) 
Meter Manufacturers and others against in- 
fringing the exclusive right of the Undersigned to the 
use of the Screw Adjustment for regulating the Height | | 
of the Overflow-Pipes in Wet Gas-Meters, as described | 
in the Specification of the Letters Patent granted to | 
Crosley and Goldsmith on the 19th of April, 1856; as | 
well as against infringing any other portions of that or | 
any other Patent of the said William Crosley; and | 
NOTICE is further given, that all Infringers of the | 
said Inventions, or any portions of them, will be pro-|_ 
ceeded against. CROSLEY & CO., | 
| 


| 





103, SourHwaRK BripGE Roap, 
Lonpon, Avg. 29, 1859. 


EPH CLIFF and SON, 
FIRE-CLAY WORKS, } 
WEST DENTON, NEWCASTLE-ON-TYNE, | 

Manufacturers of Clay Retorts, Fire-Bricks, Lumps, 1} 
Tiles, &c. | 

The seam of Clay from which these goods are made/ 
is noted for its fire-resisting properties. Prices very | 
moderate. | 
Office, 52, Quay Side, Newcastle-on-Tyne. | 








LIVESEY 


FIRE-CLAY WORKS, 





NEAR BLACKBURN, LANCASHIRE. | | 


ORLANDO BROTHERS, 


MANUFACTURER OF PATENT CLAY RETORTS, 


AND EVERY DESCRIPTION OF 
TUBULAR GLAZED SEWERACE PIPES, BENDS, JUNCTIONS, ETC. 
FIRE-BRICKS, TILES, BLOCKS, AND CHIMNEY-TOPS. 


WILLIAM PAREINSON AND CO., 
(SUCCESSORS TO THE LATE SAMUEL CROSLEY,) 











1; 
i] 
| 
| 








COTTAGE LANE, CITY ROAD, LONDON, EC. 
“Lstablishes 1816. 


PATENTEES AND MANUFACTURERS OF 
STATION-METERS & GOVERN ORS, 
CONSUMERS’. METERS & GOVERNORS, 


AND OTHER GAS APPARATUS. 
METERS FOR MEASURING WATER. 


IMPROVES LOW-SPGUTED GAS-METER, 


WITli 





ALSso, 


NEW PATENT FLOAT ARRANGEMENT. 


The Float A is partitioned of from the front frame considerably below 
the water-line, and is pierced perpendicularly by a tube B. 





A large gas-way, C, is left between the top of the partition and the valve- 
seat. The small tube D, in which the float-wire works, is fixed to the top 
of the partition, and comes down below the water-line inside the tube B. 
The float-wire is soldered to the float at E, so as to allow water to pass into 
the tube D, in order to seal it. The chamber above the float is open to the 
outlet through the hole K. 






















The action of this float is exactly opposite to that of ordinary meters. 
The float is elevated by sudden pressure, und the valve cannot be closed ex- 
cept through want of water. 








a0 











nf 





ill 
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W. P. and Co. beg especially to call the attention of Gas Companies | 
and others to this New Patent Meter, which entirely overcomes the | 
difficulty experienced by ordinary wet meters, owing to the short) 
range of the float, which is necessary in order to meet the require- || 
ments of the ‘‘ Sale of Gas Act.” 

















They are prepared to supply 


TEST GASHOLDEBS, 


of the most approved description, graduated by the Standard. 

















—_— 
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PATENT SELF-ADJUSTING & COMPENSATING GAS-METERS 








CANNOT BE OVER OR UNDERCHARGED WITH WATER, 
and they consequently register the quantity of Gas consumed with greater accuracy than Meters in which the Water-Line is variable. 
MANUFACTURED BY | 


CROSLEY & CO, | 





GAS-METER MANUFACTURERS, 
1038, SOUTHWARK BRIDGE ROAD, LONDON, SE. 


N.B. The Patent Self-Adjusting and Compensating Apparatus may be applied to the ordinary Meter. 


Manufacturers of LOWE'S PATENT MOTIVE-POWER METER, for situations where there is an inadequacy of pressure to 
supply the special requirements of certain consumers in low grounds during the day or night. 


Also, Manufacturers of EXPERIMENT METERS, GOVERNORS, MINUTE-CLOCKS, PHOTOMETERS, &c., &c., similar 
to those used by Mr. King, of Liverpool. 





CROSLEY & CO. are also prepared to supply Gas Companies and others with 


DUPLICATES of Mr. KING’S CUBIC FOOT TRANSFERRER, 


similar to that manufactured by them, and verified by the ASTRONOMER ROYAL, and Prorrsson MILLER, of Cambridge, on 
behalf of the Government, which was deposited by C. & Co. in the Office of the COMPTROLLER-GENERAL of the EXCHEQUER 
before Noy. 13, 1859, in compliance with the “ Act for Regulating Measures nsed in Sales of Gas.” They also supply 


TEST GASHOLDERS, 
Graduated by the Standard Cubic Foot. 





C. and Co. are the only house in the trade which has for years manufactured Meters 
according to the standard measure set forth in the 2nd Section of the “Sale of Gas 
Act,” and which also comply with the rules laid down in the Section for testing 
meters. Purchasers of C. and Co.’s Meters may therefore be secured against any addi- 
tional expenses being incurred in order to adapt their Meters to the requirements 
of the new Act. 





FIRE-CLAY RETORTS. | 
JOHN SWARBRICE, | 


MANUFACTURER OF PATENT COMPOSITION CLAY RETORTS, 
FIRE BRICKS OF EVERY DESCRIPTION, SHAPE, AND SIZE, &c. &c. | 
HIGHER EANAM, BLACKBURN, LANCASHIRE. 


These RETORTS are generally used in the Gas-works of Preston, Accrington, Bury, Heywood, Middleton, Rochdale, Ratcliffe; the Mills of Meesrs. Horrocks, 
Miller, and Co., Preston, &c. &c., and are unequalled in having afforded general satisfaction to those who have given these Retorts a trial. i 

To meet the increasing demand, the Works at Little Harwood have heen greatly enlarged; and Gas Engineers who may favour with an Order may rely with confidence 
on their being promptly supplied with an article not to be surpassed in finish or durability. 


PRICES MODERATE. 


EDWARD COCKEY AND SONS 
PATENT GAS VALVES. 


| 
These Valves are formed of two Cast-Iron Cylinders, with segmental divisions, having the faces ground gas-tight—the | 
upper Cylinder turning horizontally on the lower one. 

The lower Cylinder has pipes from each division, communicating with the vessels to and from which the gas is to be 
passed. The upper Cylinder has corresponding divisions, so arranged as to direct the passage of gas to the different segmental || 
divisions in the lower part, and when it is turned on the face of the lower one, to alter the flow of gas from one vessel to another. | 

Many of these Valves are now in use on Gas-Works; and, amongst others, the following may be mentioned :— 


CHELTENHAM GAS-WORKS.—A Valve for 2 Purifiers, with 9-inch Connexions. | 
NEWPORT, MONMOUTHSHIRE.—Valves for 3 Purifiers, with 12-inch Connexions. 
BASINGSTOKE.—A Valve for 3 Purifiers, with 6-inch Connexions. 

WARMINSTER.—A Valve for 2 Purifiers, with 6-inch Connexions, and Bye-pass Valve for Meter. 
GODALMING.—A Valve for 3 Purifiers, with 5-inch Connexions. 

RYDE, ISLE OF WIGHT.—A Bye-pass Valve for Exhauster, with 9-inch Connexions. 

The Engineers. of either of these Works have kindly allowed reference to be made to them. 


IRON WORKS, FROME SELWOOD. 
EDWARD COCKEY AND SONS 


ALSO MANUFACTURE 


PURIFIERS, SCRUBBERS, CONDENSERS, anv OTHER IMPROVED GAS APPARATUS, 


HAVING PATTERNS SUITABLE FOR GAS-WORKS OF DIFFERENT SIZES. 











| 
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SALE OF GAS ACT. 


MESSRS. CROLL, RAIT, AND CO., 


Manufacturers of Croll’s Patent Improved 


DRY GAS-MET ER, 


Also Manufacture and Supply 


THEST GAS-HOLDERS., 


And other Apparatus required by the Inspectors appointed in pursuance of the above Act. 
Application for particulars to be made to the Factory, 


CANAL BRIDGE, KINGSLAND ROAD, LONDON, N.E. 





ALEXANDER WRIGHT, 


55 and 554, MILLBANK STREET, WESTMINSTER, S&S. W., 
MANUFACTURER OF 
CONSUMERS’ COMPENSATING & NON-COMPENSATING WET GAS-METERS, 
Of the best material and workmanship, carefully adjusted to meet the requirements of the SALES OF GAS ACT. 
STATION-METERS & GOVERNORS, 

WRIGHT'S REGISTERING PRESSURE-GAUGE, EXHAUSTER REGISTER, & REGULATOR; 
STANDARD TEST GASHOLDERS:; 
Consumers’ Governors; Inspectors’ Pocket, King’s, and all other kinds of Pressure-Gauges ; Thermometers 
for Condensers, Pressure Registers, &c-, &c. 


EXPERIMENTAL TESTING APPARATUS, 


Employed by the best experimenters in this country and on the continent, and by the Gas Testers in the London districts. 

PHOTOMETERS, SPECIFIC GRAVITY APPARATUS, BI-SULPHURET OF CARBON TEST, THOMPSON’S BROMINE 

AND HEATING POWER OF FUEL TESTS, IMPROVED ALKALIMETER, EXPERIMENTAL METERS 
AN) GOVERNORS, MINUTE CLOCKS, &c., &e. 


“ Analysis of Gas for Practical Men,” by A. Wricur, M. Inst. C.E., post-free for 13 Stamps. Price-Lists on APPLICATION. 


JAMES MEACOCK, 


PATENT DRY AND WET GAS-METER MANUFACTURER, 


-7, SNOW HILL, AND 16, WEST STREET, LONDON. 
ESTABLISHED 1836, 


J. M. invites attention to his Improvements in EXPERIMENTAL WET GAS-METERS, by 
which he renders impossible any Leakage from the Stuffing-Box. 


VF. mM These METERS are GUARANTEED to meet all the Requirements of the SALE OF GAS ACT 


a) 
( 





= 





\ 


GOVERNORS, STATION-METERS, PHOTOMETERS, 


EXPERIMENTAL TESTING GASHOLDERS, HIGH-PRESSURE GAUGES, 
AND ALL APPARATUS IN USE AT THE GAS MANUFACTORY. 














D. HULETT and CO., 55 and 56, HIGH HOLBORN, LONDON, 
PATENTEES and MANUFACTURERS of the ONLY GOOD MERCURIAL GAS REGULATOR, 
invite the attention of Gas Companies and the Trade generally to their Improved GAS-METERS, which they warrant equal to 
any in Quality, Workmanship, and Simplicity of Construction, and the only Meters from which Gas cannot be obtained without 
being duly registered. MANUFACTURERS OF 
GAS CHANDELIERS, GLASS LUSTRES, HALL LANTERNS, VESTIBULES, BRACKETS, PENDANTS; 
DOUBLE CONE, ALBERT, SHADOWLESS, & EVERY DESCRIPTION OF BURNER, UNION JETS, BATSWINGS, ETC.; 
IMPROVED FULL-WAY CARTER’S VALVES (much approved of); 
GAS-STOVES, and every article connected with Gas Apparatus. 
CAST & WROUGHT-IRON PIPE, BLACK & GALVANIZED. COPPER. TIN, BRASS, & COMPOSITION TUBING. 
D HULETT’S IMPROVED SERVICE CLEANSER 
for clearing out Mains, Services, and Interior Fittings—60s. net. 
Boyle’s Patent Silvered Glass Combination Reflectors and Outside Lanterns. 
Sole Manufacturers of Church and Mann’s Photometer. 























Large Pattern Books, with every description of Gas-Fittings, Chandeliers, &c., with complete Book of Prices, 12s. 








London: Printed by WiLt1am Boveutoy KrNe (at the office of Joseph Clayton, 17, Bouverie Street, Fleet Street) ; and published by him at No. 11, Bolt Court 
Fleet Street, in the City of London.—Tuesday, December 4, 1860, 





